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4 CHANCELLOR, OF HIS MAJESTY" 


EXCHEQUER, 4. A 


*. N, 


| * HE Author of the Tract, which L now 
% take the liberty of introducing to your 

notice, was juſtly celebrated in 2 

time, for his great abilities, and his em- 
ployment of thoſe abilities in ſupport of 
the beſt intereſts of his country. He was 
a firm friend to the Proteſtant ſucceſſion in 
the Houſe of Hanover, and his uncommon 
merit procured him the moſt flattering 
marks of parliamentary approbation. 'The 
great council of the nation publicly teſti- 


fied, in his own time, their ſenſe of the 
value of his writings; and they are equally ' 


entitled to the attention of the ableſt ſtateſ- 
men of the preſent age. I need, therefore, 
make no apology for recommending the fol- 
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lowing Piece to your peruſal. The ſentiments 


of Biſhop HoA DL are founded on juſtices 
truth, and reaſon; and are worthy to be 


addreſſed to the Firſt Miniſter of a great and 
enlightened nation. 


A Repeal of the Teſt 5 Corporation 
Acts would be a wiſe, juſt, and patriotic 
meaſure; and, therefore, if a bill for this 
purpoſe be brought into Parliament, it will 
have a natural claim to ſupport from your 
e nad diſtinguiſhed: ple, 0 * 
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TS "Your moſt obedient, and 


* humble ſervant, 4 


TE EDITOR. 


— 
* ond 


"oP; R E Se, x C A. 


Bures Dank 8 * 5 57 
a Repeal of the Teſt and Corporation 


Acts having lately been reprinted, in oppoſi- 
tion to © the Caſe of the Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
with reference to the Teſt and Corpora- 
* tion Acts, it has, therefore, been thought 
proper to reprint Biſhop -HoapLy's Argu- 
ments for a Repeal of thoſe Acts. In an 
advertiſement prefixed to the republication 
of Biſhop Sherlock's piece, it is remarked, 
that * it may be written againſt, but it can- 
© not be anſwered and no notice what- 
ever is taken in that publication of Biſhop 
Hoadly's performance. Thoſe, however, 
who will impartially peruſe the Reply of 

this able and learned Prelate to Sherlock's 
book, will be convinced, that the latter has 
not only been written againſt, but clearly 
refuted. Biſhop Hoadly's piece, which was 
publiſhed in 1719, is entitled; * The Com» 
mon Rights of Subjects defended, and the 
© Nature of the Sacramental Teſt conſidered ; 


© in anſwer to the Dean of Chicheſter's 
9 | , Vindi- 


(vi) 
© Vindication of the Corporation and Teſt 
Acts.“ But as this treatiſe conſiſts of 
more than three hundred pages, it was 
| thought neceſſary to contract it, and to re- 
duce his arguments within a natrower com- 
paſs. I bis has, therefore, been done in 
the preſent publication; and ſome inron- 
iderable alterations have alſo been made 
5 eee 609 age 
Sig nus 114 2: 830 1 | 
Dip 81 ruhock's“ 8 Vindication of the 
Corporation and Teſt! Acts,“ is written 
with much plauſibility and dexterity, but 
with little ſound argument. It 4 4 
with fallacious reaſonings, and groſs miſre- 
preſentations. Biſhop SHERLOCK was, in- 
deed, in many reſpects, a very able, ingeni- 
ous, and learned Prelate; but his notions 
relative to the Diſſenters were contracted 
and illiberal, and his manner of writing 
concerning them was diſingenuous and art- 
ful. The principles that he laid down, in 
order to guard the Church againſt the Diſ- 
ſenters, were ſuch as would juſtify every 
ſpecies of eccleſiaſtical tyranny; and many 
of his poſitions are totally inconſiſtent with 
Proteſtant > 42 4 MY 26s aner © of a 
Chriftian Biſhop. . r i bodies. 
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: : b-Bitkop HoabLy, on 5 Go md; though 


att bt to the Church of England, and 
W - attached 


( wi 

attached to its real intereſts, was alſo at- 
tached to the common rights of mankind ; ' 
and he knew, that the Church of England | 

could derive no real honour from claims 
that were founded upon oppreſſion and in- 
juſtice. He knew, that the Proteſtant Diſ- 
ſenters were firm friends to the Proteſtant 
ſucceſſion in the Houſe of Hanover, and to 
the civil rights of the community; and 
that it was unjuſt to render men incapable 
of ſerving their country, merely for ſome 
differences of opinion on controverted queſ- 
tions of theology. He, therefore, defended 
the cauſe of the Diſſenters, with a zeal and 
liberality that did honour to his character: 
and the following piece is well adapted to 
convince every impartial man, that a Repeal 
of the Teſt and Corporation Acts is a mea- 
ſure founded upon _— Juſtice, and ſound 


policy, 
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AE 40080 of Peak Sbetlocl's book by 3 
to defend the exclufion of men from their 
; knonledged civil rights, upon the account of 
their differences in religion,” or in the circum- 
- ſtances of religion; ande of making” the ſacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper, inſtituted by our 
Lord for the remembrance of himſelf, tiie in- 
ſtrument of this excluſion by a new human 
inſtitution. And in the cobrfe of his work the 
Dean is repear&dly careful to obſerve, that, in 
vindicating the Teſt and Corporation Acts, he 
endeavours to juſtify! the legilliture, "and to 
. juſtify the laws of his country; which he re- 
preſents me as: atraigning and condemning, I 
beg leave, therefore, here to tell him, once for 
all, (UAE GATES time when the laws of this 
nan "IST. 997 20 389 914903 132 
„When Bl. Shch lock podlimed his inches toglof the 


k Corporatian and Teſt Act which was in the year 1718, 
he Was Dean of Chicheſter, Biſhop loadly, therefore; 
in his Anſwer to him, generally 0 1 ki im he N Dr. 

Sherlock was made biſhop of Bangor in 1728. In 173 

be was removed to the fee of Saliſbary, and was tränflat 4 
to * ſee of London in 7 


* . 


country 


N 1 | 
country were on the fide of a Popiſh eftabliſh- 
ment; and that the writing on the fide of any 
law, as ſuch, is not a thing greatly to be boaſted 
of; and that the whole of the queſtion is, 
Whether the laws we defend be good and juſt, 
equitable and righreous ; and not, whether they 
be the laws of the land, or not? I. ſhall al 
obſerve, that it is. ſo far from being a crime, 
or an affront to any legiſlature, to endeavour 
to ſnew the evil conſequences, or inequitable- 
neſs, of any law now in being, that all law- 
makers, who act upon principles of public quſ- 
tice and honour, cannot but eſteem it an ad- 
vantage to have ſuch points laid before them: 
and as to myſelf, I ſhall ever, I hope, eſteem 
it as great an honour to contend, againſt fe- 
baſing any of Chriſt's inſtitutions into political 
e as others can do to plead on the ſide 
of an act of parliament. And I ſhall add far- 
ther, that I enter into this cauſe, both as a 
Chriſtian, and, I truſt, as one truly concerned 
for the public good of the ſociety to which 1 
belong; conſidering it, not as the cauſe of any 
ticular body of men, or any particular ſort 
of Chriſtians, diſtinct from others; but as the 
cauſe of all men equally, and of all ſorts of 
Chriſtians, who, in ſeveral places, and at ſever 
ral times, have an equal intereſt in it. 


C eee SVEN 29d 
Dean Sherlock introduces his arguments 
againſt the repeal of the Teſt and Corporation 
Acts by obſerving, that the laws relating to 
this ſubject have not been diſtinctly conſidered 
by ehe writers upon it. They ſeem, to argue 
merely upon popular miſtakes; and, (as it 
ſerves their purpoſe beſt) ſometimes call the 
V 


0 30 


ſacrament the teſt, and ſometimes the quali- 
fication for an office; whereas it cannot be 
5. both, becauſe there is a real diſtinction be- 
©, tween the teſt and the thing to be teſtified 
by it; it is, therefore, neceſſary to ſhew the 
true deſign and intent of the legiſlature in re- 
< quiring the ſacramental teſt.* He afterwards 
endeayours to prove, that the deſign of the le- 
giſlature, in the Teſt and Corporation Acts, was 
to exclude Nonconformiſts, of all kinds, from 
all offices civil and military. © Theſe acts, 
ſays, he, © being made for the ſecurity of the 
church, as by law eſtabliſhed, i. e. for the ſe- 
curity of the eccleſiaſtical conſtitution of the 
realm, the intention plainly: was to keep Non- 
conformiſts of all ſorts out of offices civil and 
military, &c.“ And this he repreſents as a 
reſult of a reſolution of the legiſlature, that 
places of power and truſt ſhould be in the 
hands of ſuch only as were well affected to the 
eccleſiaſtical conſtitution :* and he remarks, 
that affection for the eſtabliſhed government 
includes a concern for the public peace both 
of church and ſtate.” 2 


1 W 6 1B 


The ſeveral miſtakes in theſe few lines are 
very viſible, 1. When the Corporation Act 
was made, many of thoſe miniſters who after- 
wards diſſented were in poſſeſſion of their livings, 
and had been declared by King Charles II. him- 
ſelf, hut a few months before, to have been 
found by him, when they waited on him in 
Holland, perſons: full of zeal for the peace of 
the church and ſtate. + Thoſe particular Non- 
conformiſts, Who were followers of theſe men, 
could hardly be deſigned ſo ſoon to be yr 
8 2 rom 


— — — —— — — 


C4) 
from au offices, metely in order to the pre- 


ſervation of the public peace, &c. 2. The Teſt 


Act — cage peculiarly levelled: at 
Papiſts, and: not at Nonconformiſts in general, 
nor at all at Proteſtant. Diſſenters, againſt whom 


now the Dean ſo ſtrenuouſiy ufges it. It was 


— 


of the Church of England, is ſo 


not, in the original deſign of it, a law for 


the particular ſecurity of the Church of Eng- 

land, as ſuch, or of) the eccleſiaſtical conftitu- 
tiom of the realm, as he is pleaſed here to affirm 
ic to be, but: for the ſecurity of the ſtate, and 
of the whole Proteſtant cauſe,” agairiſt- Papiſts 
alone; as he hiniſelf, in effect, afterwards owns. 
3. The excluſion of Nonaonformiſts of all forts 


Was not therefore the certain intention of either 


of theſi acts and undoubtedly not of the latter. 

4. There cauld be no ſuch reſolution in the le- 

giſlature, as the Dean mentions; becauſe re- 

ceiving the communion accordin 18. to the uſage 
r- 


from imply = 
ing in it, that he who ſo receives it is well af- 


fected to the eccleſiaſtical conſtitution of the 


realm, that it is perfectly conſiſtent with the 


perſon's not ſo much as knowing one individual 


branch of that conſtitution, unleſs it be the of- 


fice and manner of the celebration of the com- 


munion. g. A true and real concern for the 
peace of church and ſtate does not always im- 
ply in it ſo much às ag conformity in any one 

act of communion with the church Which hap- 


pens to be eſtabliſhed! in any country; or, in the 
Dean's phraſe, to be the cccleſiaſtical{conftity- 


tion of any realm. The good and choneſt Re- 
formers were, 1 preſume, as truby *eotifernelt 
far4he:public peace both of ehvreh/land Atate 
wn Mary's be as WW of thoſe” 89 2 

011 4 . wag 
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4 
who conſtantly conformed, to her church. And 
yet they totaſly and openly ſeparated. from it. 
They were Nonconformiſts, and yet had a true 
and fincere concern for the peace of church and 
tate. . This I only mention to ſhew, that non- 
conformity to a church eſtabliſhed by human 
Jays cannot be in itſelf a certain ſign to Chriſ- 
tians of any want of a due concern for the 
peace of church and ſtate; and, therefore, that 
the before - mentioned words, relating to the pre- 
fetvation of the public, peace, cannor. proye this 
intended excluſion of Nonconformiſts of all ſorts. 
and of all tempers. | SS 

Dr. Sherlock endeavours, to ſhew, that re- 
celving the ſacrament, according to: the uſage of 
the church of England, is not the qualification 
for an office, within the intent of the act, hut 


only the proof of ſuch qualification; the quali- 


fication required (he ſays) being, that the perſon 
be well affected to the eccleſiaſtical ſtate and 
conſtitution of theſe realms; and the receiving 
the ſacrament, according to the rites of the eſta- 
bliſhed church, is the proof or reſt. required chat 
RW: ͤ Ä ep ties ads 5 
The Dean has ſtrengthened this ſtatement 
with two ſuppoſitions, which he here makes for 
our legiſlators: as indeed his whole argument 
is founded upon multitudes of ſuppoſals, in a 


caſe of law, in which only plain words and 


lain expreſſions ought to be regarded. The 

rit-.is, that © every Chriſtian is ſuppoſed to re- 
ceive the ſacrament ſomewhere *©;* whereas, it 
„ Biſhop Sherlock's Arguments, p. 5, 6. edit. 1787. 

F K 6. i e 
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tudes of profeſſed Chriſtians and profeſſed 
Church- men too, never have thought of doing it, 
but upon occaſion of offices; and that, therefore, 
it is not fit to make the legiſlature to ſuppoſe 
things abſolutely and notoriouſly falſe, Beſides, 
granting that the legiſlature did ſuppoſe it, this 


tion, that 'when they require, for every new 
office, that a man ſhall receive the ſacrament, 
let it be in what manner it will, the receiving 
the ſacrament is the teſt, as well as the manner 
of doing it. 1 5 


legiſlature, is, That * it was ſuppoſed that no 
man would in ſuch manner receive it, but a 
© member of the church of England *:* where- 
as, this could not be ſuppoſed ; becauſe the con- 
trary was known, as a thing open and noto- 
rious, that many men would in ſuch manner 
receive it, who were not Members of the church 
of England. Excellent ſuppoſitions, to build 
important facts upon! and excellent repreſent- 
ations of the wiſdom and ſagacity of our legiſ- 
lators | and thus have we, firſt, facts, fo ſtated, 
as to ſtand in need of invented fuppoſitions |! 


— 


of facts which cannot ſtand without them. 


uſage of the Church of England could be no 
proof of any man's * affection to the eccleſiaſti- 
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The other point, which he puts upon the 


- Receiving the ſacrament 5 to the 
d 


Yo 3 as Loa Ann Adee le I 
is manifeſt to the eyes of the world, that multi- 


would not at all hinder the truth of the obſerva- 


— 


and then, ſuppoſitions invented, for the ſupport | 


+ cal conſtitution of this kingdom,” becaule the 


real 


| a)? >: 
teal inward. diſpaſition cannot poſſibly, by any 
human law, be made a qualification for any 
office, It muſt, therefore, be abſurd, to talk of 
making an affection for the eccleſiaſtical conſti- 
tuſon the qualification. That this inward af- 
fe&ion is not the qualification required by the 
act is. manifeſt, becauſe a perſon receiving the 
communian according to the uſage of the Church 
of England, performing only the outward” act 
juſt. as otherò perform it, is unexceptionably 
qualified according to law; and equally, whether 
he be a friend, or a profeſſed enemy, to our eecle- 
ſiaſtical conſtitutior 3 nay; whether he be a pro- 
felled Atheiſt, or Deiſt, or a ſincere Chriſtian, 


That the legiſlature could not conſider re- 
ceiving the ſacrament, according to the uſage of 
the Church of England, as implying an appro» 
bation of our whole eccleſiaſtical conſtitution, 
is evident, becauſe it was well known, when the 
Teft Act was paſſed, that there were many Non- 
conformiſts who could, with a ſafe conſcience, 
and according to the avowed principles and 
practice of themſelves, and their moſt celebrated 
teachers, comply in this particular, and receive 
the communion according to the uſage of the 
Church of England. The Dean of Chicheſter 
very well knows, that Mr. Baxter and Dr. Bates 
frequented our communions; and without doubt 
ſincerely, becauſe they had nothing but their 
own, perſuaſion to carry them thither; and yet 
he knows, this ſincerity in communicating! with 
our church, was ſo far from implying a ſincere 
affection to our eccleſiaſtical conſtitution, that 
it was conſiſtent with a ſtated Nonconformity, 
and a hearty zeal in it. This being well known 
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to the legittitire, at = t 


A was pare ec, it could not be confli 


l 
them as Us Il adapted for the complete xclu Fil 
of Proreſtahe-Difſencers, But the fact was, that 
receiving the communion, e 

> Ee 


' manger, was regarded at that ff 

effectual reſt” for the ee 

_ as Dr. Sherlock ſüippoſes, ect ae icvable 
evidence that the ma wid Heel wel Affe ed 
to the eſtabliſhed church; or to by e eccle- 
_ Gaſtical/ conftiturion; but as x Pr f that the 
man was not a Papi: becaüſe füchi 4 K 
was never known to be iodulged te 


their eccleſiaſtical ſuperiors,-as a8 05 * 5 


municating with us, whom their h Uh agg. 


leaders, declare not to be a Ch ſti 


_ Receiving the ſacrament, according to roy: 
of the Church of England, was 4 99 15 


outward Practice Aich the Popiſh'? rec 45 id 
not, and were not allowed to perform; and upor on 


that account only was in this relpekt ptoper, 


that it would effeQually diſcover who were, And 


Who were not, the perſons againſt bo this 
N Was truly deſigned" to guard: 012113 $6,991 
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Dr. $ Sherlock ſays, that Receiving the La 


a % crament was never eſteemed a qualification 
„ in our law®.* - But I cannot bur conſider 


that as the legal qualification for am office, with- 
out which the law declares all other qualifica- 
tions ſhall ſignify nothing; and; by vi rrue bt 


Which any perſon, Who externally fulfils this 


- law, ſhall certainly and legally poſſeſs his poſt: 
N he _ r one of thoſe inward qua- 
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lifications, of which the Dean makes this only 
the ſign or mark. I deal not here in imagina- 
tions of what is ſuppoſed in our laws; which 
they lay it upon no perſon to judge of, or at 
all to concern himſelf with. And if this be a 
miſtake in me, it is a miſtake common to all 
about me; it having now obtained in the cur- 

rent language amongſt. the gentlemen of the 
law, as well as others; with whom a perſon's 

receiving the ſacrament, in purſuance of this 
act, and qualifying himſelf for an office, are fo 
promiſcuouſly -ufed,. that when the queſtion is 
alked, whether any perſon has qualified himſelf ? 
every. body underſtands. it to be aſked, whe- 
ther he has received the ſacrament ? S 


After having given what he calls a ſtate of 
the caſe, and made ſundry preliminary obſerva- 
tions, Dr, Sherlock ſtates the two following 

queſtions, upon which, he conceives, the whole 
of this cauſe depends: 


I. The firſt is, * Whether it be lawful to con- 
* fine offices of power and truſt in the govern- 
© ment to ſuch as are obedient and well- affected 
_ ©. ro the eccleſiaſtical ſtate and conſtitution of 
the realm ? | 


II. Suppoſing this to be lawful, whether it 
* be alſo lawful to require of any man, who is 
* willing to accept an office civil and military, 
that he ſhould communicate with the eſtabliſh= 
ed church, and particularly, that he ſhould 
receive the ſacrament according to the uſage 
* of it, in order to prove ſuch his obedience and 


Ca): 
© $604 affeftion7to"the cecleſtaſtical* conſtitu- 
. SHA. 018390 165 4595 4 A RMLIG 09H $05 
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Theſe ate the two caſes which, he ſays, ariſe 
rom the true ſtate of the caſe, as laid down by 
him. Bot the fact is, that his ſtatement of the 
caſe is extremely 'erroneous, as appears from 
What has been already advanced. And, indeed, 
receiving the ſacrament according to the uſage 
of the Church of England is no proof, as he 
ſuppoſes, and in the Teſt Act was never deſign- 
ed as an proof, of any in ward affe ction for the 
eſtabliſhed church, or ſo much as of a conſtant 
conformity to the church; nor does it even im- | 
Ply that a man fo much as knows what the ec- 
cleſiaſtical conſtitution of the realm is. 
- T0 M83. $:21180.. e eig BUSH een 
In diſcuffing the firft queſtion, and in endea- 
vouting to prove that it is lawful, in ſome caſes, 
to make laws; by Which ſome perſons ſhall be ren- 
dered incapable of offices (which I do not con- 
trovert), he begins with talking of incapacities 
which regard the ſtate, the commonwealth, the 
"Civil government, the want of the love of one's 
country, diſaffect ion to the publie, and the like: 
and from the lawfulneſs of eſteeming ſuch diſpo- 
ſitions to be incapacities, he leads the reader to 
think that even a leſs degree of affection to one 


3 particular chureh, or way of religious worſhip, is 1 
= that diſaffection to the public, and'that want of 
| Aloe to one's country, which is juſtly argued from 


hence to be an allowable and plain incapacity. 
About the former of theſe we are agreed. But 
does it at all follow, that, becauſe thoſe particular 
: 1 who are declared enemies to the ſtate, 
Doeg 23 55 to 


CE} -- 
to the tivibiate and civil government: of a na: 


tion, are incapable. of holding offices in it, and X 


Juſtly'treatedas-fuch'+by theig governors; that 
therefore a body of men, perfectly well affected 
to the civilſtate; and-zealous for a civil govern». 
ment; which / bas been ſettled many; years, may 
as juſtly be excluded in the groſꝭ, becauſe they 
art not ſo Welb affected to one ſpartieular church, 
which happens to be the eccleſiaſtical conſtitu- 
tion: of the ſame unt; & bas 
.qu Ri <4 ode Yido ot 250b oil 2591 „blen dd 
If theſe principles, which he has hegun With, 
tend at all to his coneluſion then ĩt myſt iiog 
maintained, that the church gf any! country is 
the civil conſtitution of-that-countryy and that a 
diſaffection to that is the ſame ground of exclu= 
ſionꝰ as a diſaffection to the ſtate commonly ſo 
called, Which the Dean hay nevgr yet arterpreet : 
to prove, bis will dene een 
tian; apoſtolical churches, ande be full, of ſuch 
conſequences as muſt of neceſbey make it equally 
juſt and right, in ſome. parts of rhe; would, .to 
exclude. the lovers of the heſtaschurch in being, 
as in other parts of it, do excl de cha who 
happen to like a worſe church. better. = 


FTheſe prineiples muſt, of neceſſity, juſtify all 
the moſt; bitter perſecutions. in the world, only 
calling ther eſtabliſned o religion, r church, of 
any, cgunty, hy the happy hame of the ecclęſi- 
altigah cpnſtitutian of that realm, which, all na- 
tional religions equally are, or may be; and 
We n e 1990 1 eee 36 gol. I, 4 
Gen conhituron, ang iuppohng av JE 
and cruelty to be CE en k all © 
in this caſe, as much as excluſion from offices. 
20 C2 | And, 


. 


1255 reſtraint in 
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And; indeed, 1 am of opinion, that difference 

church 'matrers, as ſuch,” is no ground af 
what i is the common right of 

civil ſubje&s, conſidered as civil ſubjects; and 

that they, wo have a part in that common 


\ Tight, have aright to ptead it in favour of them- 


ſelves, The Dean may, if he pleaſes, call this 


contention for a ſhare in what is the common 


right of mankind by the hard natnes of avarice 


and luſt of power. But then he muſt bear tu 
be told, that he does ſo only becauſe he is up- 


permoſt, and hag no occaſion for ſuch a plea ; 
and that if he were amongſt the undermoſt, 


he would have ſpirit and ſenſe enough to be 


one of the firſt to feel and ſpeak ſuch grounds 
of complaint. He would not then fear, Tam 

erſuaded. to put the greateſt writer, who ſhould 

Ik in this ſtyle, in mind, chat there is no end 
of ſuch re roaches?” nor would he ſpare to ſhew | 
his adverſaries, that there is nothing eaſier than 
to retort! them, by telling them 'ro- their face, 
that the excluſion of their fellow - citizens from 
offices, and the ebe went of alt Il to themſelves 
and theif own party, is a much more fngrant i n= 
_ ſtance of avarice and luſt of power. i 


The Deab' ſays, that : they, who in any nation 


| 3 have the legiſlative power entruſted wich them, 


Gare bound to take care of the welfate and pre · 
© ſeryation of the community over which they 
. laced t.. No WI profeſs, that Tcannot 

ak her this will tend, in the pteſent 
8 By the community, I vſed td vnderftand 
ay whole | body Lol whoſe: evil ittereſt is 
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ene and the ſame. But I ſuppoſe, it muſt be 
now confined to the members only of ohe 
church: or elſe I cannot ſee. what place it has 
here; in order to prove, that the legiſlature has 4 
right to exclude from civil offices, all the mem- 
bers of other churches, though never ſo zealous 
for the common civil intereſt of the whole com- 
munity... For, if the members of this one church 
do not make up the whole community; it will 
follow from this maxim, that equal care is ta be 
taken by the legiſlature of every 2 and every 
member of this —— | 2nd. if {0, the 
Pran's cauſe js roy indefentible,/ © -!o1? 
| Hie hl Gehe, chats wen ought not be 
| « puniſhed for . offence ainſt the pu 
without — rn have — 
t edd. Lam —— la, at a loſs; to ſind 
out what tendency this likewiſe has, unleſs » 
deſtroy: the Dean's main purpoſe. ir 
diſſent from any — ve a thoug h ecke. 
bliſhed, is no offence againſt the public; as it 
was well knawn- by Proteſtants'when they dif- 
ſented from the eſtabliſhed: Popiſh Church: ſo 
an excluſion from all civil offices, upon account 
of ſuch diſſent, is a puniſhment, as it has been 
too well felt to be, by Proteſtants, both here 
and in other countries. And as a puniſnment 
inflicted upon ſome now, for the ſake of what 
\ others did multitudes of years ago, is truly a 
| puniſhment without p roof of any offence of their 
own, wh Dean? argument, undoubrdhy, makes 
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5 But the Deaniprocedds farther to obſcene; 
that <all{governments: have a right: to ꝓrovide 
Fagainſt probable: dangers to the ſtate: in 
Honſequence of hit they have bab right to 
provide chat all power in the ſtate ſhall! be 
lodged in: ſuch chandi only, as they reaſunably 
dodge to be well affected. rodderewehave 
again the words government and ſtate: which 
Enn he ef no fervice to che Dean in his cauſe 
unleſs as be ręſolved that the church; which 
3 ettled nan coumty, hall be 
the civil govcrament, and the 
. e eee e \Chuotry. 5:2: Indeed: 
if I were reading this ſentence, e, 
pon the angmment which ãt is defigned 16 in- 
Foduces d: uud net d tinbuto that it was 4 
Proſeſſech and deſigundl argument for employing 
equaly, in places gf power andicmit, all perſons 
equally well affacted to aha ciuib government; 
and for employing; ; more than uthers, r of 
AION, who,/rhave-givtewimoſt (proofs:of their 
affection co do a re ſfnt civil gouermnent, whats 
| over. Their. ſentiments in irt ligion be. To this 
am ſute ĩt tends g andi this is this natutal and 
unayoidable conſethue nec of it c uiileſsitht Dean 
can proye: that the, church is the ſtate and ought 
10, he conſidered as queh. . 07 119t ligw 003 
In — She bert 01 Fats £3 Nee 12410 AT a | 
15 herlock auing, as »hezic es; eſtas 9 
Plihed the eee e pany whe 
entioned, Wader de d —— 
cake debate: AITbe right ot che ſtate; an 
he, to limit the ſubjects capacmy of holding 
$ ym of Power and * ENS ſuppoſed ; it 
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. 
< ſtill remains to be conſidered, whether they 


had ſufficient reaſon for what they did in the 


caſe before us Would not any one imagine, 
that the way had been how prepared by princi- 


ples, which might have a cloſe reſpect, in their 


conſequences; to the ſequel of the argument? 
And yet, if we look back; we ſhall not find 
any thing more done, in expreſs words, but the 
general right of the ſtate to take care of the 
community, and to exclude out of offices ill- 


affected perſons; and to lodge power im the 


hands of choſe only, who are well · affected to the 
public; and the like. Whereas, in the preſent 
rcauſe, the preliminaries which ought to have 


been proved, are ſuch as theſe, viz. That the 


ſtate has a power to limit this capacity, on ac- 
counts merely religious: that the civil govetn: 
ment need not have equal regard to the whole 


community: that the legiſlature may juſtly ex 


clude thoſe from offices, who are truly in the 
intereſt of the ſtate, merely becauſe they are 
not ſo well affected to any church eſtabliſhed: 
that lau- makers may juſtly debar from ſerving 
their country, thoſe: who are well affected to the 
22 for want of an affection to the prevailing 
forms of religion, under the notion and name of 
the eccleſiaſtical conſtitution of a realm, and the 
like. Dr. Sherlock knew to how many incon- 
veniences of fpeech and argument theſe prin- 
ciples; expreſsly. maintained; would lead a Chriſ- 
tian writer, and to how: many ſelf . contradictions 
they would lead him im particular; too grols to 


be palliated with all his fill; and, therefore, he 


wiſcly ſuppoſes them to be included in what he 
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kes been ſaying. - He wraps up th. ehutch/ ia 
the ſtate-mantle : he makes it a — 
a rralm: and fo, confounding it with the civil 
tate, orders the principles of civil government 
(which belong entirely — only to on __— 
ment) to ſerve the purpoſes of a 
church: and this, wit 9 hand. 
"and ſuch addreſs of his pen, that the unwary 
reader does not ſo: much as koow where he is, 


_  whil&3ts tranſacting; and little imagines, that 


the application of principles, in which the very 
wurd religion, or church, and every other word 
relating to them, is avoided; can poſſibly be the 
ſole premiſes of ſuch concluſions as follow. But 
this it is: for the Dean, immediately after lay- 
ing down theſe principles, comes to conlider— 
Whether the ſtate had ſufficient reaſon for 
_ © what they (he means, our — Its in 
7 the caſe before oe? ˙ 1 


55 la order to . the aemaive fide of his 
„he gives us a little piece of hiſtory 
. the Reformation here in England to our 

I in which there. are _ 3 

markable es; hardly any thi 

more —— — 2 ths. Chriſtian 
divine, profeſſing to write upon this occaſion, 
metely becauſe the goſpel and Chriſtianity were 
brought into the diſpute, ſhould not have 

- thought it worth his while to have gone back 

farther, and have ſhewn the excellent influence 

of his general principles upon Chriſtians and 
| Chriſtianity, when the power for cigh making and 

, laws was — in the Pg of 
athens. 


He 


„ 

Ne obſerves, at the entrance of his ſtory, that 
© the government of England is in the hands of 
«Chriſtians; and ſo far, he hopes, there is no 
fault.“ 1. I will add, if he pleaſes, that ſo is 
the government of Scotland, of France, of 
Spain, &c. And the Nonconformiſts, in all 
theſe, muſt feel the happy influence of his prin- 
ciples whether he will or no. Nay, 2. Lin 
add, that it is of no importanee tö bis eaufe 
whether the government be in che hands of 
profeſſed Chriftians or not; and that, if it were 
in the hands of Heathens, his principles would 
give the fame right to them againſt Chriſtians, 
as they do to Chriſtiats againſt one another. 
And, 3. I will be fo free as to obſerve, that the 
point of concern to any nation is not ſo much, 
whether the government be in the hands of pro- 
feſſed Chriſtians, as whether thoſe profeſſed 
Chriſtians, who have it in their hands, behave 
themſelves like Chriſtians, in their making and 
executing only ſach laws as are conſiſtent with 
moral juſtice and Chriſtiaa charity. 


The Dean goes on, When they, in whom 

this power was lodged (that is, the power of 
government in England) found it neceſſary to 

0 forſake the errors of the Church of Rome, 

and to throw off the heavy yoke” of popiſh 

power, under which they had been long op- 

1 © preſſed ; they ſaw at the ſame time that reli- 
| gion could not be preſerved without ſome ſet- 

© tled order and diſeipline. And though the 
reformation claimed the uſe of the ſcriptures, 

© as the undoubted right of every Chriſtian who 

vas capable of uſing them, yet they had ſenſe 

enough to know, that to leave every man to 
Sen D * make 
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« make the beſt of bis Bible, without an farther 
direction or reſtraint, would natur tend to 
+..confu/ion;. and fill the kingdom with all the 

wild conceits foe See wand dec 
. 1 8 produce 


6; 3s ſorely 8 1 in a 
det country, to hear a learned and cele- 
brated divine maintain publicly, that there 1 
ſome Chriſtians who have no right to the ule of 


ce ſcriptures 3 or, which is all one, wh 


judging Who are ! tht $ 


may 
juſtly be retained, in the aſe of this rigb t by 
the laws of men. If we are at length come. to 
this, the next queſtion will be, how much t 
differs from the , proceedings in thoſe Popi 


countries, Where, this uſe of the ſcripture is de- 


nied 10 all the people, becauſe all are incapable; 
or in thoſe, here it is reſtrained to ſome, becauſe 
they are judged capable by their Jeaders, and 
denied to en I ber a i Wer 


pable? 05 


Indeed, Dr. Sberlock's ideas on this "bj, 
ſeem exactly conformable to the cuſtom in ſome 
Popiſh countries. There is a licence for ſome 


of che laity, after ſtrict examination and gdod 


aſſurances, hy which they are empowered legally 


to read che ſeriptures: whilſt others are debarred 
from it, who are likely to make any uſe of it, to 


the diſad vantage of the preſent poſſeſſors of 
power. And thus they likewiſe, as well as the 
Dean, allow the uſe of the ſeriptures, as the 
right of every Chriſtian capable of uſing them. 
But then, they claim to themſelves * ae of 


a. 32. uns 
When 


ZW 
When Dr. Sherlock declares, in the paſſage 
before quoted, that thoſe who were in poſſeſſion 
of 'the powers of government, at the, period of 
the Reformation, had ſenfe enough to know, 
that to leave every man to make the beſt of 
© his Bible, without any farther direction or re- 
ſtraint, would naturally tend to confuſion,” he 
does in effect affirm, as he is ſpeaking of civil 
reſtraints, and of ſuch reſtraints as are eſtabliſhed 
by che authority of parliament, chat it is the 
glory of our'legiflators, to have provided, that 
every man ſhall not be left to make the beſt of 
his bile; and to have eſtabliſhed, not only di- 
rections, but reftraints, to this purpoſe': for he 
fays, this was in order to prevent all the wil 
conceits, which: properly belong to religion, and 
not to civil government. Now, if it be the 
glory of a Church of England legiſlature to pro- 
vide that Chriſtians ſhall not be left, in religious 
matters, to make the beſt of their bibles; then 
it muſt be the glory of a Popiſh legiſlature to do 
the ſame; in other countries; ine of a Preſby- 
terian legiſlature, in others. With the former, 
the Proteſtantiſm of a Church of England man 
is one of thoſe wild conceits, which come from 
the unxreſtrained uſe of the ſcriptures : and with 
the latter, the government by epiſcopacy, if it 
be held 'neceffary, is eſteemed a wild conceit, 
If fo, are tlley not all alike in this reſpect? and 
their glory the ſame diſgrace and infamy to all 
that can be called Chriſtian freedom? 
If the 8 every man freely, and without 
reſtraint, to make the belt of his bible, be ſuch 
an unſpeakable unhappineſs, becauſe of the 
wild conceits coming from ignorance, &c; for 
| D 2 | God's 
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God's ſake, why was the world diſturbed with a 
reformation at all: which would indeed have 


been only the dream or image of a reformation, 


without claiming this ieee right of Chriſ- 
tians, to all Chriſtians, equally ? If this be ſuch 
a terrible conſequence, as to Juſtify human re- 
ſtraints, why was the Popiſn reſtraint diſturbed, 


Which would haye prevented this miſchief more 
effeQually, if reſtraints could do it? Shall we 


ſtill go on to mock mankind, and tell them, that 
a Popiſh reſtraint is indeed bad, but that a,Pro- 


teſtant reſtraint, is very good and uſeful: that 


the Chriſtian people have a right againſt any 
reſtraint, but what we ourſelves lay upon them: 
that the Papiſts cannot judge who of the laity 


are capable of the uſe of the ſcriptures, and who 
not; but that we can: and the like ? It is time, 


methinks, to leave off ſuch partiality to our- 
ſelves, in the caſe of religion; and ſuch inſults 
vpon our brethren: leſt the meaneſt and moſt 
oe of tkem, by degrees, ſhould come. to 
ce. that we ſpeak as if Popiſh reſtraints had 
been removed, for our own ſakes only, and not 


UAE the free and unreſtrained, 2%, of che 
ſeriptures, in the hands of every Chriſtian, IF 
not the thing which naturally produces wild 
Conceits, is evident from all thoſe w ild conceits 
which are produced for want of this, by igno- 
rance and enthuſiaſm, in thoſe countries where 
this uſe is denied to the laity; and in the very 
centre of Popery itſelf, How many are the 
monſters of enthuſiaſm and jgnorance, amongſt 
the myſtical writers of that church, ,which locks 
5 the ſcripture from the people? and how (th 

the 


( 22 ) 

the various inconſiſtent myſteries and; tenets of 
the ſeveral orders in it, all maintained and kept 
alive, for want of granting this free uſe of the 
ſcripture to all the laity? The wildeſt conceits in 
the world, are where there is moſt reſtraint: 
and, therefore, it cannot be, that the free uſe of 
the ſcripture ſnould naturally produce, what is, 
in the moſt enormous degree, produced where 
it is not. 8 | h A 20 

If any one, through a miſunderſtanding or̃ 
ſcripture, falls into wild conceits; it lies between 
his own conſcience and that God, the judge of 
the world, who gave him this right, notwith- 
ſtanding the poſſibility or probability of his be- 
ing miſtaken in the uſe of it. We cannot juſtify 
the tak ing away, or reſtraining, a right by human 
laws, which belongs to men by a divine law, as 
to creatures capable of religion; under which 
conſideration no human laws can have a proper 
authority over them. We may, with more 
juſtice and equity, reſtrain men from making 
the beſt of their eyeſight, or of their common 
prudence in worldly affairs; than from making 
the beſt of that law, which God has propoſed to 
all, who have it in their power to hear of it. 


Dr. Sherlock ſays, that thoſe in whoſe hands 
the government of England was veſted, at the 
time of the Reformation, conſidered, that it 
vas the will of Chriſt, that there ſhould be a 
viſible church; and though they had with- 

drawn from the Church of Rome, as being 
corrupt, yet they were obliged to viſible com- 
$ munion : for theſe reaſons they continued the 
t national church, freed from the errors and the 


corruptions 


(m2) 

_ + corroptions of Rome, under a government and 
<; diſciphne formed upon the: vr a of primitive 
«Chriſtianity: This church was eftabliſbed by 

„. But as to a viſible church, and the 

eſtabliſnment of it by law, it is evident beyond 

all contradiction, that homun laws neither. can 
make, nor upmake, the viſibility of a Chriſtian 
church. It is plain from experience, that there 
was a viſible Chriſtian church near three hun- 
dred years before there could be a national 
ee eſtabliſhed 25 human laws. 9 K 


| The Dean's. way of: Aung 1 3 
| 8 honour: our law-makers, or to our 
eſtabliſnment: for à viſible church there may 
be, and has been, not only without, but againſt | 
the laws of the powers of this world.“ There- 
fore; our civil governors muſt know, that this 
could be no reafon for the eſtabliſtiment of a 
church by human laws; becauſe without ſuch 
my the en is and muft be viſible, 

"alin as che Dean has laid down his reaſons, it 
nde nenne | 


Our wy DORA ial; chit. it 
* was the will of Chriſt that there ſhould be a 
viſible church. And, therefore; in great wiſ- 
dom, thought fit to take a method, without 
* which his church was viſible for about three 
hundred years, and without which it would 
< be ſtill as viſible as it can be with it. That is, 
in order to a viſible church, they did that 
5 which m no retavion to the mr eg Wy ir. N 


4 Y: 81 27 
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2 Having 
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ne ry the above account of the ofta- 
e national church, Dr. Sherlock: 
FO the people of England, were hound 2 
c ne with it, as Chriſtian ſubjects; ſa 
« bound, I mean, that nothing but a. perſua- 
© fion of errors and corruptions in che church 
could excuſe a ſeparation, from it.*, Hence 
it appears, that even the Dean bimſelf is .of 
opinion, that thoſe who are perſuaded that there 
9 he rs and re oi othe Ching e 
gland ate juſtiflable in ſeparating themſelves 
from it. But he afterwards ſays, * Upon theſe 
„ principles the ref 7 — here proceeded s 
übe! 558 e and Feop g found it neceſſary to 
reject the Papal power, together with the core 
7 uptions .of che Romiſh,, Church; but they 
6 « found it neceſſary too to preſerve. an authority 
in church matters, and to ſettle an ęcele ſiaſtio 
cal government even for the better re forma 
tion of religion. Some, indeed, there Were! 
in che early ages of the Reformation, whe 
pleaded for Chriſtian lilerꝶ in ſuch a manner, 
asg tg leaxe no ron for Chriſtian diſciplins.y 
but theſe made. no great figure, and were 
eſteemed then as mere fauatics. Had they 
who conducted the Reformation, ſet out upon 
theſe prejudices (for I deßire to be excuſed 
from calling them principles), by this zimeJ 
verily believe 8 og itſelf — been Joſt 
among us; and ih ſupremacy veſted in ehem 
many in his oon behalf, had long ſince eſtar 
bliſhed a conſummate ſtupidity and ignorances 
but who / would have been the «+ for it, I 
Profen ha 26 lols to gde o 
ö 998 
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— in any men worn nt And how can 
"the exerciſe of this right have any tendency to- 
© wards eſtabliſhing © a conſummate ſtupidity and 
Ligporance, or towards the deſtroying Chriſtianity 
Ref among us? The exerciſe of this right ſup- 
poſes enquiry, thoughtfulneſs, comparing of 
things together, ſtudyiag the New Teſtament, 
endeavouring to find out the will of God, and 
the laws of Chriſt, and all the like diſpoſitions 


© ahid! habirudes;”' And/are theſe the methods by 


which ignorance and ſtupidity ever did, or ever 


_ could/in time paſt, or ever can in time to come, 


get ground and plant themſelves in the world? 
Is enquiry or conſideration the way to ſtupidity 
and ignorance?” or, is the Chriſtian religion fo 
little able to ſtand the teſt of all honeſt enquir- 
ers, as to be in danger of being loſt from amon 
us, merely by a Tight in every man to d judge 8 
the truth of it? "Sol 0." 9875 


o 
118014 w * 'F s 12 


* 12 — ne Dean to e how 


Chriſtianity itſelf was planted ; and ho that 
true Kkno edge, which is oppoſed to ſtupidicy 
and iggorance in religious matters, came firſt 


_ into'the* world. Did not our Saviour call upon 


every man to examine his pretenſions; and ven- 
it to every man's own choice, whether he 
would be a Chriſtian or po? Did not his apoſtles 
firſt commend thoſe who would not be led by 
n but ſearched the ſcriptures, in order 
to 


8 
to be Obriſtians upon gobd grounds; and af. 
terwards, exhort thoſe, who were already Chriſ- 
tians, ro try all things themſelves? Was not this 
the mechöcd by which the truth of the goſpel, 
and che knowledge of the wül of God, were firſt 
gated? Were there any reſtraints ſpoken 
öf, o -thoſe" df * Berea, who! made the beſt of 
their Bible; and were highly applauded for it? 
and can the fame method, Which alone was 
thought proper to plant Chriſtianity in the 
world, be che way to i (6 it from amongſt 
_ ah C1 NO A 
"If Abithe time of the W the Chriſtian 
world was ſunk univerfally, clergy as well as 
Hity, into conſummate ſtupidity and ignorance, 
not only as to What is called literature, but as to 
4 is trut Cbriſtianity. I beg it may be con- 
| ed; 'firſt, by hat methods this miſerable 
ſtate "© things was brought to ſuch a pitch: 
and then, by what methods it was in ſo great 
meaſure cured by the Reformation. The anſwer 
is in one word this, that the cauſe, which was 
ſeen naturally to effect thoſe evils, was the very 
contrary to what the Dean here would lay them 
upon. It was ſolel iy the' raking away this right 
of judging from Ohtiſtians; this ſupremacy,” 
with Ton veſted in every Chriſtian, in his 
own behalf: and lodging this ſupremacy in one 
man, or in a council of men, over others. This 
made all enquiries uſeleſs and dangerous. Per- 
rors and reſtraints were added: and neither 
clergy nor laity were allowed to make the beſt 
of their Bible. Hence came in neceſſarily a 
neglect of àa matter ſo hazardous and ruinbus, as 
712 ahd 8 and * hence, by 
E. 


degrees, 


, 


CS) 


deprets,. an inundation of ſtupidity and igno- 
rance, How, indeed, could it be otherwiſe? 
when, take away this right, or enact penalties 
upon the exerciſe of it, and then the direct 
road to preferment, as well as to quiet, muſt be 
by a profound ſubmiſſion, a conſummate. ſtupi- 
dity, and a reſolute ignorance: or elſe, by a 
binding all theſe upon others, as the perfections 
of ,a Chriſtian, the Barns. © of all mor nl 
of all e ei 10 8. 041 

ut when the nl of all this e came to be Ar 
only ſeen, but felt, to an intolerable degree; 


how was it . ?, 8 D up = 


4 ic 25 en- 
| ka, 
t was this, an Sees ved, 
of Ini it cog, eg om che d 1 70 
ing all to the fountain, — original: and 16, Was, 
5 e which abel e true 


i 1 ©. knowledge © 
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kriowle ge 99 freedom, {inſtead of the black - 
Sz 


nels of darkneſs, and the chains of ſlavery. * If | 
any methods have been ſince made uſe of, con- 
trary to theſe maxims, and inconſiſtent with 
theſe foundations, any reſtraints, laid upon this 
Chriſtian liberty, any diſcouragements to the 
freedom of enquiry, and judgment of Chriſtians, 
I am ſorry for it. There is juſt ſo much given 
back to the cauſe of ignorance, and all its con- 
ſequences, which muſt of neceſſity gain life, and 
recover ſtrength, juſt in proportion to the diſ- 
couraging . univerſal enquiry, and the private 
judgment of Chriſtians, in order to determine 
their oyn conduct in religion. 


4 2f16 
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Dr. Sherlock ſays, that the Proteſtant: 

Church of England, has enjoyed but little 

peace from its firſt, eſtabliſhment? ;? and he. 

attributes this want of peace, in part, to thoſe» 

who fled from England in the reign of Queen» 
Mary, © and brought back choſe; notions which» 

have given. this church and nation o much- 
« trouble ever fince. Theſe, he ſays, were 
one great accaſion of the diſturbance in Queen 
FElizabeth's reign.— Under the management of 
James I. the diſaffection to the g eſtahliſhed 
church grew ſtrong; agd in the days of. 
« his unfortunate fon, 3 prince who-deſerved a 
* better, fate, it prevailed: as well, againſt the- 


« crown as the, mitte . A © 


! 


$a nne Net costs viutthah ot 5 
Theſe, obſervations are intended by the Dean 
to ſhew the neceſſity of ſuch acts as the Teſt and 
Corporation, Acts, in order to exclude, all who 

. a put . 18 5 7 : 46805 * 


2 1 * * 5699134 #4. +4 15 TH F431; && 
PP, 25. - 4 Ibid, 
935 E 2 diſſent 


. r | 
diſſent from the eſtabliſhed church from office 


1 


of power and truſt in the nation. , Now, le 
een ee e 
riſe, progreſs, and iffve of all this 'unha pPy part 
of our hiſtory, and let him weigh all circum- 


N 


argument is this: There has been a long diſ- 
6: Aiection to the church; and this diſaffection 


has heretofore broke out into violences, and 


gt laſt prevalled 'Aa ainſt both the crown and 


the mitre. Therefore, it is juſt and wiſe now 
to exclude all from civil offices who diſſent 
from the church.“ My argument is this: All 


«this qifaffectſon was continually heightened by 
75 


t 


the hardſhips and preſſures put upon th 


ho dt all diſapptoved of any thing in the 


e eſtabliffſede church, even though conſtant, 


e cenfbtmiſts to it. Pheir ſuffering in their 


civil rights, upon religious accounts; was the 


« inflaming conſideration, and what gave fire to 


theft pathons, WHIh ar laſt produced ſuch ef- 


* 


efects The contrary, therefore, would have the 


„bntiary effect? Let all hardfhips, and all 


c opprellions, little and great, ceaſe: e 


97 
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no civil puniſhment, or - civil Rp dh 
/ 6 oe JO 01 


f 11 inconvenience! (call it, the De 
: ons Be of the account of what) is he oe 4. 


© keennels” of the diſaffection ihe. and of al 
the paſſionate effects of it. At leaſt, there is 


this probability for it: the former method. has | 


been tried, and has been ſo far from dinuniſhing 
it, that it has. been ſeen' to, blow it up into 7105 


lence 90 the ſame pretence of ſelf-defence 
0 


ainſt t 
Ko eir fellow. ſubjects upon that ſame foundation. 
The latter has never yet been tried Nag il 
| effectually. The degree in, which it has be 
tried has been, ſeen to have niollified, and. = 
ſharp ened thar, diſaffection chroughov the na- 
Add. and the greater the degree wo the greater 


in ehe Mm the effect be. en 


"In older to cure an evil, ou muſt g⁰ to . 
original cauſe of it. If the. oh eplorable METS 
Which the Dean touches upon have either in 
Part, or in Whole, coded! from diſaffection 
0 the, church; and this diſaffection to the 

urch has been ever increaſed and inflamed into 
| violence, by : any ſort of oppreſſion, or difficulties, 
or inconveniences, laid upon thole who differed, 
from it; 35 then, the true cure for theſe evils is 


to prevent them by acting a contrary part, and 


9905 g that which never yet has had, in any patt 
the world, ſo fatal effects. To go on in the 
old way of continuing grievances; or burthens, 


Is only to pee the 12 to the ſame evils when by 


_ ever 
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ter ric ae 0 eg bins J this, 
Fer trainly. 7 ; AS. that 18 ae t human, Nan: will 
We orked Y n in the lame manner, F OY. the 


Bite methods ; 3 or eee as. that! the fame 


5 all K 086 yrring, will eher Hofes 


a . 
46,80 Qt dens Uh Bk Bp TALE 3 


+* £5 


< 50 argument” amounts to 
15 pt in Rig, Re days, thoſe who, 
wer. 1 WE the Church 'of Eogland, 
1 f ot power and opportunity, revaile 
fe ctown ; ; overturned the avi .confti-, 
ON eſtabliſhed their own "church; and, a8. 
uch as in" them Tay. aboliſhed, he” govern- 
big Me e, and worſhip of the church 
which Was vg Kang rhe. eſtabliſhed d. church; I; 
Mae eee 2 1 9 0 f the 95 05 
is always ſuppoſ irt of the 
vernment. Teds it Fol: . the wiſe, 
after the Reſtoration,. to exclude by law, all 
ftohn' plates of power. and truſt, who differed 
at that tine from the eftabliſh-d Chyrch: of” 
England, 4 Ange erefo re, li kewiſe 0 Which. + i 
beg of the .T Fader, partic ee to obſerye, as nt 
is che Whole defi n of the Dean's 8 book, thoug 
very much neglec ed and very Title: labpured. by. 
250 it 18 Juſt and right iti to e to. 
clude all N at Pre ſent,” abo ut 
wry Fears“ after that time, from all ge 
botding offices': . fo: Which capacity they hav have 
an ondoubted' taht, were. 160 "not f. Tor, ſuch ala a 
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. Upyards as ſbety years more Nef 2 ho * o 
| 1 o "4 a- / 
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of exchuſiqn:z, or ere t notſfor their Es 
ie bac. 11 36412; v2 mom wo! lo? "Tr * 
* noiftsimmaimbzß sic bag AN 221 2 
Ia anſwer ton the Dean's mode a" 8 
upon. this ſubject, I ſhall urge three 5 
of the concluliveneſs en every. reader may. 
ade for himſelf. 
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Tz" S 18 a | Y es 01% 10 211389 112 On? 
901 lis 03 005 
"0144 ARGV, ME RK e 
Lien gh 1 386d3 on Se: mid 10 2 
0 0 4 ay of reaſoning whic nid d have 
it, wiſe andi reaſonable to, have, excluded. 
bas th Ae .copftant Tags dee as well as 
Nonconformi 9 all « offices Ph power and, 
truſt, cannot be, juſt ©1197] es + 1 ; "2M; I 4 g 18, © 
ei S635; ZR 495 
But che. Dean's way of 1 KI which puts 
the caule upon what had paſſed ww the years, 
ee the Reſtoration, 41 i hold for 
one, as for the, other. 018 | 
4% 7; 5 


Abd od, therefore,.1s no not ja. lim, vn 


u 
85 
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A = Jorld, will preſentiy 2 what 1 mean. 
The remonſtrances againſt the crown and the 
mitre both, and the civil war itſelf, were bes, 
gun and carrieꝗ on by churchmen; by conſtant | 
churchmen; by a, pagliament full of churchmen. 
This was the grand. original and occahon of 
thoſe evils which, came aftet wards ; though 


expected and wee by thoſe 0 5 ber, | 
gan. But, wh at I Teber dds that, t it tbe... 
. good reaſoning to infer from pat proceedings 


that the A of ſuch and ſuch perſons, in 
ſome of ane main e may juſtly be 
t I ne cxeluded 


1 
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man affairs is always ſuch, in all-quarrels of 
ſo public a nature, that evils follow, thick upon 
one another. This rupture increaſing and 
growing wider by degrees, made way for apy, 
Vho could, to ſeize the” power: and they have 
* 5 power, in ſuch caſes, who can get 
nd maintain the ſtrongeſt and moſt ſucceſsful 


army. | * iind 


1 „„ nd nan StmaatT ad, "WY 
"Now this" being the ſtare of the caſe; that 
not ſo. much as the beginning, or the leaſt de- 
oree of theſe evils, proceeded from any legal 
capacity of Nonconformiſts for offices under 
King Charles I, but rather from the hardſhips 
put upon theſe, as well as upon many church- 
/ men rms, in their religious rights as well 
as civilz it cannot poſſibly be made an argu- 
ment, that Nonconformiſts ought now to "be 
excluded from all offices of power and truſt, 
For it muſt, upon this bottom, ' ſtand thus. 
Some Nonconformiſts, making uſe of the 
rupture between a parliament of churchmen 
and the king, at length prevailed both againſt 
the crown and the mitre; and carried things to 
all extremities both againſt the king and the 
church, by virtue of a powerful army. There- 
fore, it is fit and juſt to exclude them all by a 
law from all capacity of ſerving their king and 
— Country hereafter, in any offices of power and 
truſt. Whereas, if the argument from paſt 
evils were good, it ought to ſtand thus: The 
BN nba by means of being legally ca- 
able of offices of power and truft, under King 
Charles I. 98 royed him, and ruined the Charch 
o En an erefore; the p proper remed) is, 
 t6-exeluds 0 Henn by a M. ac all fuel es- 
560 for ie future. But tdeſe can 2 
uch 


© 


( 3 


ſuch argument as this juſtly framed : for thoſe 
eyils were not cauſed, either in whole of in part, 
by any ſuch capacity; and; theręfore, the te- 
medy propoſed is not of any 7 relation to it, nor 
o thoſe evils, at all point out ſuch. Fo 
confeſs I ould rather argbe th! hoſt 
evils were begun by partiality TE op Preton 
and therefore the true, laſting, effect remed) 
would be, for the government to àbelfm 4 
Partiality as to, civil rights, and Noir 
wherever there is equal Affection fo, W civil go- 
yernmens, properly ſo called, IRE 


The Dean very Tekteroully oF jentibiny 4. 
ten forgets Nn mention the-Teſt Act, 4d lays 
his ſtreſs upon the + Eorporation AS Bf gl bo Carey 
this act to have b deen no mor 15 Fb t 
1 ene of the Nene TS 8 had 
ound, by woful rien 2 be negeſſar to 
their he FL ps 17798 ds, in. 10 
A name of all 1 75 ever was 5 ec 
Ke rity, what leſs could be do 1d, He alls 
© heaven and earth to judge of 0 2 "7 
| proceedings; and tells us, that this" R ma 
neceſſary by the evil ſpirits, ti | Working J höt⸗ 
withſtanding: the clemency of the crown, a er the 
Reſtoration ; ſometimes drawing his arguments 
_ even from ptcambles of acts of Parliament, the 
- AW 100 7 N every one Kada, and ſome⸗ 
aking of "the. eg * the 
ese 'of har rel Wn ich tl he pa re- 
7 as. acl ver 195 no force 
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As to the ſtate of thi File, Was 4 this 3 are 
Nele h . Sherlock Wot are vey tru ue, 


and many opted Which aft reve, 


e's Oh i. TheDan 0 rftantly ad e m bis Nu 
e t 6.3oltice IL an hiſtorian (for uch he here 
Ka 


a Even. to thoſe” whom he exceed- 
Kal and d"vifapp proves, Viz. That King 
Hale 8 Ws 5 accu 55 red.to his kingdom 


h leaſt of reat, Party of Diſ- 
eh rom. e 1 5 miniſters of 
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This, 1 Tay, mould have been remembefed, 
by one WhO profefſes go enter with Jo · much ve- 
luctance upon the ball fide of thoſe affairs: and 
it ſhould have been remembered as ſome ſmall 
amends; at leaſt, ſome mark of diſlike of what 
had paſſed, ſome tolcem of no diſaffection to che 
King ot his government. Theſe particulars 
were Jo ' remarkable -whilſt the impreſſion was 
freſh, that the Lord:Chanealtor Clarendon, in 4 
oo to the parliament, Sept. 13, 1660, in the 
preſence; defcribed che army then to be 

nd” to be little Jefs than invincible, and 
: an 'ariny* whoſe order and Uiſciphne,” whole fo- | 
et briety and manners, 'whoſe courage” and "hes i | 
© cefs had made it famous and terrible over | 
©the'world,”' in order to ew the King's enfe 4 
of his? obligat on to it. And as to others alſo, | 
1 9 Bebe Lord, at te meeting of the 
of Lor 


ament, in his fpeech to the Houſe 

"called üpon chem to“ confider how 

E] wget "hey owes to thoſe wid, with all the 

Hes re their Tots; <viieribured 0, and 

vetk che bleſſed Chad 7 and then how 

6 much they owed do thole: ho'gave no oppoll. 

© tion 40 che virtudus activity of orherd; and 
Gen Knows (lays be). Sig geen nr 8 


1 de ene rech Mt, f In this ſtrain 
were matters e n of till 7 1575 roduced 
new langbaf n peply and 'zathibrity. 


And Adele e the Dean, atnidſt Fro his Hiftoff | 
cal notites, nted not have been *atharneU®Sr 

; Afraid to have done Juſtice, <omnttibn-Juiſtive, to 
thoſe upon whom'he was now going tg put hart. 
ſnip enough, and to bind it ũpon th 2 . 
the, ſtrength of that noble topic of ſelt-defence. 


When 
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: When allthis, ;togather 57 che. iſes 
wei made at that ti | < mils by 
every one will {te t n clic beſideg 
ſelfapreſervation had not been. — fs ſuch A 
<ould-noc ſo ſoon, have been thought, of. Nor 
Was it long in that reign, before the moſt ſerious 
eee 23% well as, hrs, ſaw very plainlyr 
the diſuniting of Prateſtants from one ano- 
Ter, and the ſtrengthening, the contrary inte · 
3 andathe. bringing in new. meaſures, or 
rather the madneſs, Of lopalty, by extrava- 
Bant addreſſes from the corporations of Eng- 
lapdss were ends mote gertainly in the view. of 
| ſame at that time, than the preſervation of the 
gentlemen af the Church of England (as the 
Men puts it), who were then in ug danger, - as 
Ikea of, but from themſelves. This accoung 
the fact, from 1 . theſe ſe proceed 
inge ſprung, ſhould i To owitted, and 
then an, 7 anptb or | rr. Pond. have 
offered Wie, to this effect: Since it is certain 
that one ſort of Nonconformiſts bore a, great. part 
in xeſtoring 125 King, and:mulricudes:nf Di tv 
ers expreſſe e acquieſcence.in it; and 
2283 the e Lang ptofęſſed great far 


aQtion 1 an prqmiſes not to 
forget this; it follows. 4,284 * eicher that 


che evil ſpirits, mentioned in the e t 
Corporation were not the Nonconform 

A ſuch. or elſe that this preamble. (as, it PA com, 
_ many, others) does not give us the true reaſons 


of the bill, and therefore cannot 4 AS 


ay cextal 8 of the n 19 it; though 
it is urge for. this et Dr. Sherloc ric 
\Sohgt535} 9 6 q 3 264 40 d U 01 
22 The 


r 
nend 
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The Dean's account of ſome of the tranſi 
actions after the Reſtoration is comtradictory and 
inconſiſtent. He firſt gives an account of the 
plorious ſtare of, things after that event, when 
© the cruelties, the oppreſſions, and devaſtations 
of many years, were all buried in ſilence and 
© obliwion !; and when all was harmony and 
peace; and then immediately proceeds to defend 
the equity of making à law, which could not 
but revive thoſe animoſities, and ſet on fire thoſe 
reſemtments which were now happily! extin- 
guiſhed, and exchanged for peace and quiet on 
all handset: But the Dean will find it difficult to 

byte that ſome differences in religious matters, 
was a juſt ground for a deprivation” of a whole 
1 men from civil rights; and even of 
thoſe men, who had but juſt no been declared 
by the king himſelf to have merited greatly at 
his hands. And, indeed, till Dr. Sherlock can 
give a more conſiſtent account than he has done 
of the ground of the Corporation Act, neither 
heaven nor earth can judge any otherwiſe of 
his ſtate of the caſe, but as of ſomethiag which 
deſtroys itſelf by irreconcilable contradictions;; 
and as an inſtance, amongſt many others, of the 
uncertain grounds upon which a bad cauſe 
ſtands; as well as a proof that it is the glory of 
truth only to be uniform and ſelſ· conſiſtent. 


The three arguments, which I have now par- 
ticularly urged, againſt the general ſtrain of 
Dr. Sherlock's reaſoning, appear to me to be 
concluſive; and L ſhall; now proceed to take 
ſome notice of the dextrous manner in Which 
Nn c ut e of. e ni nod: ewe ade" 
*% Mw neo an 22efai to ebnis 


Jaime the 


1. 


3 


. in differen: ; 


kingdom and as ſuch, modeled and fuamed 


( * ) 3 

places, ſpeaks of the 
Corporation A. This act is ſometimes; re: 
preſented, in modeſt terms, as a defenee of the 
government; ſometimes of the church, under 
the notion of part of this government ; that᷑ is, 
the eccleſiaſtical conſtitution of this earthly 


by men very lately, though containing ww 


branches of great u fulneſs and antiquity. But 
on @ ſudden, the words are: changed; Sans tone ks 


ral to ſpiritual ; from earthly; to heavenly; 
m the conſtitution of a realm, to the religion 


of Chriſt himſelf. The Corporation Add ia now 


declared to be no leſs: than the.* defence of 4 


© religion, which the nation received as deliy 
by Chtiſt, from force and violence; and to 
have been deſigned for the ſuppreſſion: of the 


+. many kinds of W e * 2 7 


* people. | 


To this * of theſe, 1 wall 3 Gl, 


5 58 theſe inſtances of imuſtice were entirely and 
effectually ſuppreſſed Talkie: the Corporation 


Act was made. The power was diſlodged from 


thoſe who poſſeſſed it before the Neſtoration. 


The Government, he tells us himſelf, was re- 


turned to its natural channel. And, therefore, 
do repreſent the Corporation Act as deſigned, 
or as neceſſary, for the ſuppreſſion of that injuſ- 
tice, which was already ſuppreſſed, is to repre- 
ſont our legiſlators in a very mean and inconſiſtent 
light. Was it poſſible for any Nonconformiſts, 


only by remaining capable of holding inferior 
offices under the King, bound and confined by 
the laws then in force, to exerciſe any of thoſe 
Pm of injuſtice, whith' the Dean will not 
5 enumerate, 


6 


chumerate; for fear of dle Barth found?” 

Were not theſe all ſwallowed up, and aboliſhed, 

before this act was thought o : Or does this 

act at all contribute to the ſuppreſſion of rhioſe., 

kinds of injuſtice "which were practiſed before 
the Reſtotation, but Which of necelſity ceaſed. 

with it? Ny, does Dor His, own hiſtory, in 

rhe” page before; inform him that the very me- 
mory of cheſe was Alco Joſt in vaiverfal good 
nature, hör #hity, tamb-like” meekheſs, and 
N Chfiftiai charity, which came in with King, 
Charles II. and his followers, and tamed even 
che fietceneſs of lions thermſelves* ? But I re- 
turn to the an's exquilite repteſentation of the 
oration” Act, as 4 defence of that religion, 
bien the nation received” as delivered by 
5 Chtiſt, from force and n And here 
mult bee, e e Qphiing: 

£1 20 een 10 (ITC 17 

| I. That he ſhould have ach himſelf, UT 
| nal of this, when, in the Tertetice. a little be- 
fore, he had declared all force and Violence to 

have been, ſwallowed vp in \ armony a and love 25 
2. Tha RY one may again Alle, ' what 1924 
of this: act to this purpoſe, when all power was 
already taken out of thoſe hands, who are de- 
ſeribed às uſinng forte and violence ? No fear, 
then, of force” and N from an inferior 
and very ſwall body of men. 1 5 did force 
and violence &, as 1 N 5 before, obſerved, pro- 
ceed from their bei Mable of holding civil. 
inferior offices, bare 3 Re ſupreme le gillative. 
and Executive 11 | And en "hs act, 


20.1 11 1 l 
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was no defence againſt that force and wialenes 
"Ao oy, pa We WORE, rf 1 ww 


SO TEE 


i 
ä * To 1 05 Bi pile 55 of — 9 4 
55 as the. Dean, himſelf has; often told us. 
But, indeed, what he here means by. the nation is 
very uncertain. If he means [4k the nation, 
or the hole of the people, boy ers, is a 
part of it, which is for from taking this = ns 
tion to be the religi ion del Rare ur p 
perhaps ſome weak enough to A 5 
conſtitution, diametrically poſi te to it, to be 
part of Chriſt's religion. 11 fe ſpeaks here, ac- 
cording to the prejudices of many, and the falſe 
judgment they make of things, his argument 
will ſerve equally for the Popiſh conſtitution, 
and the Kirk of Scotland; and Juſtify, all in the 
making excluſive. acts, who think and judge 
falſely their own conſtitution to be Chriſt's re- 
ligion : : If he-means that this is truly 1 ſo 
ro be, 1 would beg to know by er or, 
974 Au. true, Sable Proteſtants, receive the 
Nt Jeſtament only, as containing the religion. 
delivered. by Chriſt, ,. This is the religion of 
Chriſtians,. being as ſuch: and this. alone is. 
rheir refuge, and the, avowed ſtandard of all their 
notions, amidft their ſeveral and contradictory 
Mente The Dean, will hardly 12 that the 
Corporation Ack was ſo neceffary, that without 
it Chriſtians were not allowed to have recourſe 


TI ? ED hag 


0 "i $ . 


to theit Bible ;. ; "or to, e for the will of 
Chriſt in the New Teſtament. Nor can he be 
ſoppoſed to be much concerned on this account: 
when before, he has made the eſtabliſnment it- 
RIF, and all ſuch acts of parliament as this, to 
be neceſſary remedies Againſt, the great evils 
arifing from every, man being left to make the 
beſt of his Bible. "He told us then, of the great 
neceſſity, of -buman.. reſtraints to he added to 


that right. of ſearching, after the religion deli- 


vered by Qbriſt: and now he tells us of defend- 


ing that religion from force and violence. By 


which I. can underſtand nothing. but either that 


he alot conſtantly. forgets, in one page, the 
very main arguments he builds upon in another; 
or elſe, that he argues that we mult lay reſtraints, 
which is but another expreſſion, for uſing ſome 
degrees of force, and violence, for fear others 
ſhould do it. We mult do that which we ex- 
ceedingly blame.in others ; for fear they ſhould, 
one time or other, come to have. the power-of 
doing it: not conlidering, that, this, very uſage is 


the road, and provocation, to their doing it as 


ſoon as they cad; and that it is a diſgrace, and 

not an honour, W nch we DAY well leave to 

Ba, e Fate ton F ——_ n. 
ut, 
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„ Alb thing to be: ee by all 


chice is, that, the religion delivered by 
Chriſt can be juſtly ſupported. only by Chriſt's 
methods, All the. 75 and acts of, parliament 


in the World Can only ſuppoct an outward pto- 
fefſion. 'of ſamerhin ing, 0 as, far as it it rer 


| ceived. from men, and practiſed as the willof 


men, or the la of men, is 1 far different from the 
8 G 2 religion 
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religion of Chriſt, They may keep up an by 
-man- conſtitution': and either allure men by 
temporal rewards to . to 12 gut ward form 
of it ; or tertify men by temporal inconveniences 
from departing from it; or indiſpo emen 
both, from examiniag at all, what it 18 for their 
eaſe and their intereſt to take as it. is offered [ 
them. But the religion delivered by Chriſt, as 
- ſuch, is not concerned in ſuch laws. It lub- 
ſiſted, the ſincere profeſſion of it ſubliſted, not 
only without, but often againſt, human laws ; 
which'is a demonſtration, that Whatever! it is that 
ſuch laws are neceſſary to preſerve, it is ngt the 
religion delivered by Chtiſt: nor ought the 


people to be ſo MO upon, as to be 105 to 
beben this. * 


* 


Pr i. 10 


0 Speak ng of the cimnſlunces that. 157 
and preceded the Reſtoration, Dr. Sherlock. aſks 
the following pathetic queſtion : In the name of 
all that ever was called Chriſtian charity, what 
leſs could be done, than the paſſing this Cor- 
poration Act? To which I anſwer, in the nam 
of all that was ever called Heathen juſtice, let 
Ml puniſhments, or ſufferings, or whatever ſofter 
name he will give them, follow the nature of 
men's crimes. © If theſe perfons, to be guarded 
againſt, were, at the time of making ſuch acts, 
enemies to the lawful civil government of the 
nation; 1 am ſo far from thinking that leſs 
could have been expekted, that 1 would myſelf 
have contended for mote, a moſt any men. who. 
_ openly avowed any plincjhes againſt ee 
rights of their county; or 'who were guilty o 
amy overt acts againſt it. But as this Pathetic 
90 queſtion is founded tolely e abgut 
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churches and ways of worſhip; I confeſs, I can 
not ſee, and therefore cannot acknowledge, that 
the ſame methods were reaſonable, Chriſtian, or 
fitting, in this caſe, which would have been ſo; 
in the other. And in this opinion I ſhall be the 
more confirmed, whilſt 1. ſee that the Dean him: 
ſelf was determined, and found a neceſſity ſo to 
be, firſt to obs the church the ſtate, before he 
could opedly and plainly adapt civil principles 
to religious matters. This compliment to a 
Chriſtian church I never yet paid; and I, be- 
lic ve never hall be able to pay it: and there - 
fote cannot follow him in the: conſequences; 


which are entirely built upon us and o_ 
Doping. elle, - 


And as this queſtion of the Dean's ee 
only the Corporation Act, I will obſerve here, 
that the cauſe of the Teſt Act is not at all 
belped by it: for, if the gentlemen of the 
Church of England (as the Bean ſays) thought 
lves under a neceſſity to make the former 
in their own defence againſt Proteſtant Noncon- 
formiſts, this will not at all juſtify the preſſing 
the continuance of the latter againſt them, 
which was entirely deſigned and framed for the 
ſupport of the common Proteſtant Wen ae 
Papiſts. 


In order to 12 * 400 of acct he 
Teſt and Corporation Acts, Dr. Sherlock. ſays, 
„The diſſentets are ſtill fond of their on prin- 


ciples and opinions; and we have once ſeen 
how that fondneſs tranſported them, when 


power was in their hands. Why then are we 
not to ſuppoſe, that they would uſe power 


f again, 


( 46 ) 
gain, if put into their hands, to ſet up what 
they account pure religion, and to expel what 
not only they, but others of higher rank, 
wand under greater obligations to the church, 
have treated as Popiſh and ſuperſtitious  ? 
It is ſurely ſtrange that the Dean ſhould ima- 
gine, that merely permitting Diſſenters to have 
the legal capacity, or poſſibility of being employed 
in civil offices, uoder a civil conſtitution with 
the foundation of which they are entirely ſatiſ- 
- fied," would: naturally lead them not only to at- 
| tempt, but to Obtain, the ſupreme power, and 
to effectuate the moſt exrtraordinary” changes. 
But in order to this, they muſt have an Houſe 
of Lords, an Houſe of Commons, and a Prince 
upon the throne, all concurring; which are not 
/ very; probable ſuppoſitions. And; indeed, all 
the Dean's ſpeculations about the uſe which Dif: - 
ſenters would make of the ſupreme power, if they 
were in poſſeſſion of it, are only calculated to 
amuſe the reader, and to lead his Attention from 
the true ſubject of debate, which 4s the common 
rights of mankind; and whether theſe rights 
can be forfeited by good civil ſubjects, merely 
vpon the account of differences in religion: and 
the truth is, that their capacity of holding 
offices (which is the ſole point before us) is ſo 
far from being affected by the caſe of their pre- 
deceſſors poſſeſſion of the ſupreme power long 
ago, or by the paſt behaviour of thoſe prede- 
ceiſors, that no argument can poſſibly be drawn 
from hence,” for refuſing to them what they, 29 
have other wiſe an allowed right t. 
N „. ens DNC Babel 7 W001 
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De; Sherlock talks much of the dilaffeclon 
of the Diſſentets to the government at former 
periods: but admitting, for argument ſake, 
that his ſtatement were juſt ; if diſaffection to 
the civil conſtitution, teſtiied by former actions, 
were a juſt ground for the making ſuch exclu ? 
five acts, then certainly the trueſt affection to 
I preſent civil conſtitution, teſtified by a be- 

haviour of thirty years, and particularly in ald 
critical e danger, is the juſteſt reaſon in 
che world for che putting an end to ſuch acts. , 
uc Us at 10-544 bee Va. 1 bas 
„ The Dean ſays, that! the Diſſenters as ſill | 
fond of their own! principles and opinions.“ 
But it may be aſked, Are not Ohurchmen like 
wiſe fond of their own principles and opinions?) 
And dd not they think and maintain, that, in 
contending for their own-ſcheme, they are con- 
tending only cor the execution of the laws Of 
Chriſt? TheyDean 4s uery / ſoliciious, that tiis 
powers of government ſubuldebe employed, and | 
that reſtraining laws ſhould be maintained; id 
ſupport bfi cheichurch, and un the 4 CY 
lelf-defentey and he often canfounds the church 
and ſtate together. But chat way of reaſoning f 
ought not to be a pplauded or received by Pr 
teſtants, which actually did cruſh the Reforma- 
uon at the beginning, which now actually hin- 
ders it, or oppreſſes it, in all Popiſn countries, 
and hicii juſtiſies thoſe who either have hereto-! 
fore obſtructed it, or now in any country do it. 
But the Dean's waylof teaſoning neceffarily pro- 
duces theſe effects; and, therefore, "ought to 
be es mr all Proteſtanes; N ee ADMIT | 
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What 1 have tow affirmed of the Denn's rea- 
_—_ very plainly true! for if the eſtabliſhed 
church of a country be the ſtate, ora part of 
the civil conſtitution ; or, if che ecclefialticab 
conſtitution of a cbuntry be the government, or 
public, in ſuch ſenſe as to be juſtly 
defended and ſupported upon the ſame civil 
principles, and by the fame ſort of civil me- 


- thods of ſelf. defence : If this be ſo (which is in 
urn che whole of the Dean's main argument), 
then this not only in the event will be applied 


and conſtantly made uſe of in all countries 
&quially, but with equal truth and juſtice may 
de made uſe of to the ſame purpoſes every 


Where. Theſe general principles of civil ſelf - 
defence turned to the uſe of church ſelf-defence 
are as good, as juſt, and as righteous, in France, 
or Spain, or Italy, as they are in England; 
and the general argument dran from them 
. concludes as ſtrongly. and as juſtiy for all the 
me hardſhips upon Nonconformiſts (that is, 
Proteſtants): in thoſe, countries, as it can do 
_ againſt any Noncanformiſts in England: for it 


is not drawnfromany privilege that we Chriſtians 


of our eſtabliſhed: church have. above thoſe of all 


other nations, to he more hard and ſevert upon all 


Diſſenters from us, becauſe we have a more 
excellent, that is, a more Chriſtian chuteh than 


any others have (Which would infer the con- 


trary) ; but from thoſe general principles of 


ſelf. defence, which are no better here than they 

are every Where; but indeed are equally good, 
and therefore equally to be made uſe of as a 
common right by every public, every commu- 
nity, every government (for theſe are the words 
184 | 5 the 
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the Dean has introduced into this . 
and with the ſame juſtice that they can be made 
uſe of in this country. hey. ie 


It was as righteous, according to the Dean's 
argument, for the Papiſts, in all parts, to deny 
to their Diſſenters at. firſt, that is, to all who 
joined in the Reformation, the common rights 
of ſubjects: and it is as righteous now, accord- 
ing to the ſame argument, in all Popiſh coun- 
tries, to deny to Proteſtants thoſe common 
rights, as it is in England to deny them to 
Nonconforrmilſts. Now that reaſoning which 
defends the intereſt of a Proteſtant Church, by 
the ſame principles which equally defend the 
intereſt of all Popiſh Churches, cannot be juſt, 
nor truly for the intereſt of the Proteſtant cauſe. 
And this, therefore, I ſay, is one ground upon 
which Proteſtants, as Proteſtants, ought always 
to reject it, 15 


Another argument, which 1 ſhall urge againſt 
Dr. Sherlock's mode of reaſoning, is, that that 
way of reaſoning which juſtifics, and calls for 
the excluſion of Churchmen from offices o 
power and. truſt, in North Britain, cannot be 
zult in the opinion of good Churchmen. But 
the Dean's way of reaſoning juſtifies that ex- 
cluſion in North Britain; and, therefore, it 
ought not to be allowed in South Britain, by 
any true friend co the Church of England. 


For as the Dean's whole argument is founded 
upon this particular Church being the eccleſiaſti- 
cal conſtitution of the realm; upon the force of 
thoſe principles which belong to civil govern- 
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wents aud communities; upon declarations of 


acts of parliament; and upon the remembrance 


of paſt tranſactions z It will be evident, that all 
the like proceedings are juſt, wiſe, fitting, rea- 
ſonable, and neceſſary, in Scotland,” againſt the 
Chutch of England; which are declared by 
him to be fitting, wile, reaſonable, and neceſ- 
fary in England, for the fake of the Church Ha 


. ind For the two kingdoms bein 


effectually united, it unluckily happens, — 
have two eccleſiaſtical conſtitutions of the ſame 


realm, Both of theſe are equally, in the ſame 


ſttong worcls, declared by the laws of men in 
this realm, to be cllential and fundamental to 
that union; the one in the ſouth, the other in 
the north. In the ſouth, the members of the 
Kirk of Scotland, as welt as all who differ from 
our Church, are Diſſenters. In the north, the 
members of the Church of England, and ol 
who differ from that Kirk. 


The whole of Dr. Sherlock's book: is, indeed, 
of an admirable and almoſt unequalled compre- 
henſion. It ſheds its kind influences upon all 
churches equally ; by making it wiſe and juſt, 
for every one of them to be defended againſt 
the others, by oppreſſion upon the members 


ef others. It is particularly of two differing 


complexions, and has two differing tendencies, 
in this ſame realm, in which we happen to have 


two very differing eccleſiaſtical conſtitutions: 


As it is printed at London, it is a defence of 
the Church of England, as by law eſtabliſhed, 
againſt all Noncon ormiſts; by ſhewing'the beg 
fonableneſs of excluding them from all' offices 
of power and truſt. "Let" it be printed at. Edin- 
burgh, 


( 31 ) 
Burgh, with the change of à few bares | and 
words; and the hiſtory of the deſtruction of 
the Kirk put inſtead of that of the deſtruction 
of the Church of England; and I Will anſwer 
for it, it is, with equal juſtice and truth, a de- 
fence of the Kirk of Scotland, as by law eſta- 
bliſhed, ſhewing the juſtice, reaſonablenels, and 
neceflity of excluding from all offices and poſts 
of any power and truſt, all Nonconformiſts, 
and punk. all epiſcopal” men; all who do . 
not enter into the ſcheme of the confeſſion of 
faith there eſtabliſned; all Who are fond of 
any other ſcheme, as of the religion delivered 
by Chriſt. The argument will be the ſame | 
there, as it is heres - "The ſame topics, and the , 
ſame principles will thrive and ”proſper” there, 
becauf: they belong equally to alÞ ſtates 254 
churches a and will live" 4nd: fburifh 
even in the coldeſt mes by their ne : 
ben and dey, rote mn GOT" I0710 nd | 
it to shaken 541 1581130 
Dr. Sherlock, as one e arguttient”'igainft the 
repeal of the T ſt: Act, ſays, that this act is in 
effect declared to be eſſential to the onion f 
the two kingdoms 0 of England and Stortend, | 
and to remain for ever unalterable, by virtue of 
that clauſe in an act, paſſed. previouſly td hes 
Union, which declares, that all a ad fingulat -.. 
acts then in force, for the eſtabHſhmetir:* . 
preſervation of the Church of England 2 
made perpetual: under which deſcription be 
Teſt; Act (he ſays, though with ſome fort of 
dubiouſneſs and heſitation) may come. But he 
N ViTÞ 6 that the ac before the Union 
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( 52 ) 


does 06 enen, mention the Teſt Act, as it 
does others. A And the only poſiti ve argument 
e has to, produce, in ſupport: of his opinion, 
Thar in the tenth, year of Queen Anne, the 
1 Ad 1 18 declared to have been made for the 
ſecurity of the Church of England,-.'But this is 
far from Warte juſt argument, That ſome; in 
the fifth year of Queen Anne, meant to ſay 
this of the Teſt AA, becauſe- others; of very 
different ſentiments from them, five years after, 
did fay it. Neither do theſe, others ſay, that this 
was included, or deſigned to be: thus included, 
in the act before the Unions which is the only 
point now before us. If the eſtabliſhment and 
ſecurity of the Church of Eogland were neceſ- 
ily 40 fall, or did indeed depend upon tlie 
*«lt Act; the Dean's preſent argument might 
have ſome. weight, ſuppoſing. the (eſtabliſhment 
itſelf do be really unalterable; but ſince, upon 
ſuppoſition of the taking part of this act away, 
neither the eſtabliſhment of the Church would 
be, any; other, Horg the ſecurity of the Church 
would be. any leſs, than what they are now, 
the argument; is not of importance! And the 
Jean, hiqiſelf will not take upon him to affirm, 
That * legillature is tied up from all altera- 
tions of ſuch laws, though declared unalterable. 
And it may be remarked, that he himſelf aſ- 
ſytes us, that the Kick of Scotland enjoys the 
Uke ſecurity wk the Church of England; or that 
there BY two eceleſiaſtical conſtitutions of this 
dige realm, both equally declared unalterable; 
and both. inviolably to be pteſerved. Now, 
there is no Leſt Act relating tothe Kirk of 
Scotland ; and yet that Kirk enjoys the like ſe- 
Curity with our Church, by the act of Union, 
2000 2 H Therefore, 


F 
Therefore, the Teſt Act in particular cquld not 
be acgounted, in the act referred to, neceſſary 
to the ſecurity of one Church; whillt at chat 
very time all proviſion vas made for the ſecu: 
rity of the other Church, without ſuppoſing 
ſuch a particular Teſt Act neceſſary for that 
öde / nol: isto if bn r 5 1629599 
176 10 byv3 735: MUG 


Though Dr. Sherlock ſeems, in one; place, 


20 # > 1 


to be of opinion, that che conſtitution ofothe 
Church of England is rendered unalterableg;in 
conſequence ot the Union, yet he declares, ain 
another place, that, © the ecclefiaſiical, eſtabliſh: 
ment (as far as it is in its nature chan geable hy 

human laws) ought to be agreeable! to cha ſenſe 
of the nation. If ſo, then, upon any altera - 
tion of the ſenſe of the nation, that is, the mas 
jority, the eſtabliſnment itſelf not only may bez 
but ought tp be altered according to it. The 
reſtriction here added, as far as it is in its na- 
ture changeable hy human laws, makes no 
difference at all, as to the point in hand. Fot 
all eſtabliſhments are changeable juſt as far as 
they are human, eſtabliſhments: All are 

changeable by human laws, juſt as fat as they 
are founded upon human laws. Before 
Chriſtianity itſelf was ah gſtabliſnment by hu- 
man laws, ite was, Chriſtianityn and ſubſiſted in 
the profeſſion, and practice, and worſhip: af its 
followers: and after it geaſed in ſame counties 
to be eſtabliſned by human Jaws, that alexa · 
tion changed; gothing ef what was unehangeable 
in it. It Bill remained; and Mas the {amenehs 
gion, whether ) eſtabliſned or not æſtabliſbed | 
which I. meniioa to ſheyy, that ſuch teſtrutions 
ſound only as if ſome ſenſe: were under them; 


FF; 434-1 © 


6 


whereas, 


6640 5 
whereas, in truth; eltablihments by human las 
ure juſt ſo far ehaflgeable as they are eſtabliſſi- 
ments; and, conſſdered as human eſtabliſh - 

nefits; have nothing in'their natute unalterable. 


- 7 1 


gase 10d. Au. 100 9: 10 
35/The Dead tetfarks; that the advocates for a 
repeal of the Teſt and Toleration Acts, talk of 
religious rights preſerved or reſtored by the Re- 
volution; "bit + the egiftatöre,“ he ſays; knows 
*:oifligious:Hightsdurawwhat are contained in 

the eſtabliſntnent of the Church'of England. 
And this he endeavouts tõ prove? from the 
Lords and Commons felling King William, at 
the latter end of his reign, that after the ſettle- 
ment of the erown on himſelf, & c. in his firſt 
«year, his Majeſty's gobd ſubjects were reſtored 

to the full and free poſſeſſion” and enjoyment 
Hof heir religious rights and Iiberties.“ I up- 
poſe, he takes his argument from thence, that, 
ati the time to*which they look back in theſe 
words, there was no legal toleration enacted; 
forihe aſſerts, that no religious rights were then 
*:a@bvally'reſtored; but the people's free enjoy- 
%:ment/of their religion as profefied in- the eta: 
+-blicked church!“ Ttlanmnn yd 519829 7610 
291000 .... vil Henan bonouot i 42 
Though I am, indeed, very ſorry: to hear this 
imputation upon che leginatufe; yet it concerns 
me theilefs, becauſe I never take my notions of 
religious fights from human laws; or of what 

- AlmightpJGod has' veſted mankind with, from 
the: dedlarations and deciſions of his - fallible 
ercatures; But thus much I may fay, that the 
Lords and Commons might juſtly be ſuppoſed 
at that time tot have had their eyes, in the words 
before cited upon all the happy conſequences of 

P. % % +7 
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| ( $5 .) 
the ſettlement of the crown upon King William; 
one of which was the 'Taleration of Proteſtant 
Diſſenters. This either was the right of thoſe 
Diſſenters; or it was not. If it was not, then 
the legiflature granted them what they had no 
right to; and acted; a piece of (injuſtice towards 
the eſtabliſhed church. But if it was their right; 
as the Dean will own, 1: {uppoſe,/ becauſe he is, 
as 'het1{fays;: fa; much; better pleaſed - with the 


church itſelf, ſince this was granted *; then here 


is a right, and this a religious right, reſtored. by 


means of the Revolution, diſtinct from all thoſe 


religious rights which are implied in the eſta- 
bliſhment of the Church of England. The le- 

giſlature granted this, as a right, and a religious 
right: and, therefore, it is a groundleſs imputa- 
tion upon it to ſay, that the legiſlature knows 
no religious rights but what are contained in 
the eſtabliſnment of the church;' when it is 
ſo evident, that the ſame legiſlature knows the 
riglit to toleration, upon which the expreſs law 
for it muſt be ſuppoſed to be founded, unleſs 


you will ſuppoſe them to have done wrong to 
the eſtabliſnment by it. 1175 N 


Abe Won mich neſpal dg zh mer 


lignant influence of ſuch arguments as this, 


taken from human leg iſlatures, upon the cauſe 


of 'truthz of Proteſtantiſm, and of the Church of 
England: itfelf. . Suppoſing the legiſlature of 
Spain to know no religious rights, but what are 
contained in the eſtabliſnment of the Popiſh 
Church there; will it follow, that oppreſſed and 
injured Proteſtants have therefore no right? 
Suppoſing the legiſlature of Scotland, before the 
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| :Univn; knew nothing of any religious rights, but 
what are contained in the eſtabliſhment of the 
Kirk of Scotland; or that the preſent legiſlature 
of Great Britain knows nothing of any other 
religious go ara in that kingdom: does it follow 
Rs the ore, Epiſcopal men, being good civil 
ſubzects, have no religious rights there? I pre- 
ſume, not. And if not; to what ĩs it that fuch 
argumeats tend; but to injure: what is faunded 
on truth in our own opinion, as well as what we 
eſteem to be founded on falſehood; to lay waſte 
the religious rights of all equally; and to hurt 
ourſelves in ſome places, and at ſome times, as 
well as our neighbours, and fellow deen and 
| Sie ore WT 2 ii S13kltr, 


«thai Sherlock ſays, that © 5 it "he 3 
_ to keep any power out of Diſſenters hands; 
_ © that power certainly, which gives them an in 
--*:/flgence in the legiſlature, in making laws for 
church and ſtate, ought eſpecially to be kept 
from them. And it muſt, upon the leaſt re- 
© flexion, appear very ſtrange, to advance a man 
© toa ſhare in making laws for. the nation, and. 

yet to deny him all other power.“ Now this 
is — the caſe with us at preſent. For a 
Nonconformiſt may, by the law, have a ſhare in 
making laws for the nation; and yet is, and 
ought to be, according to che Dean, excluded 
from offices of power and truſt. As this does 
indeed appear very ſtrange to me, I would ar- 
gue from it, that they who are legally capable of 
à ſhare in making laws for the nation, ought 
not . wa denied Fee and truſts of a * 
ſort. | 43500 e n 

| „ , 454 | | 

noi | In 
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In order to ſhew the propriety of excludi 

iſſenters from public offices, Dr. Sberiock 
informs us, that there are ſuch excluſions in all 
countries, and particularly in all Proteſtant 
countries. To this I anſwer, ſo; much the worſe: 

and ſo much the more need ſtill, of ſpeaking 
| plainly upon this ſubject. If there can be one 
inſtance; of public advantage proved to accrue 
to any kingdom or commonwealth, from ſuch 
confinements of offices, which is not vaſtly over- 
weighed by ; multitudes of apparent inconves 
niences and great diſadvantages, ſomething 
might be urged from example, But when no 
ſuch thing can be ſhewn, but, on the contrary, 
the riſe and increaſe of many evils, as well as the 
inequality and unrighieouſneſs of the thing it» 
ſelf, is evident beyond all contradiction; the 
urging ſuch examples is only declaring others to 
be like ourſelves; and giving that miſerable 
comfort, that we are not alone in this unhappi- 
neſs: which neither leſſens the imprudence, nor 
the guilt, of any thing. But after all this boaſted 
ſimilitude (which is never to be allowed as any 
argument, but when we like it), I would aſk the 
Dean a few. queſtions : though I lay no ſtreſs 
upon them, as to the eſſence of the matter before 


What injury has the Republic of Holland. re- 
ceived from leaving the higheſt military poſts 
open to men of all denominations? And how 
does this practice bear any reſemblance to ours? 
What injury would the ſame Republic receive, 
were civil offices laid open to Arminians ? and 
what has the confinement of God's favours in 
the ſyſtem of Calvin, to *** 2 
8 © 


# 
#4 


( 33 ) 

of" the offices and favours of men, in the ſyſtem 
_ of this world's politics? What poſſible diſad- 
vantage could ariſe to that ſtate, from a perſon's 
being in office, who believes that Chriſt died for 
All men, in a ſenſe different from that in which 
his honeſt neighbour believes the ſame propoſi- 
tion? Suppoling multitudes in Holland ſhould, 
by hearing our liturgy ſometimes read in any 
Engliſh churches there, come to àpprove of it, 
and to chuſe it as the beſt manner of public 
worſhip; would the Dean think the States in 
danger of being undone, if theſe perſons were 
not excluded from all offices? Or would he 
think this choice ſo much as a misfortune to 
them? And much leſs, a erime ſufficient to be 

a juoſt reaſon for their ſuffering in their civil 
Fights, that they like our church better than 
another? and yet, this muſt be the caſe, accord- 
ing to his way of arguing. Every one muſt 
fuffer, and ſuffers juſtly, unleſs in England itſelf, 
for approving the Church of England, and 
ehuſing our manner of worſhip. ; f 
Again, what damage would that government 
receive, in Which, the Dean aſſures us, there is 
2 mixture of Calviniſts and Lutherans, if that 
mixture were equal, or accidental? Or what re- 
ſemblance, in his opinion, can this mixture, as 
he repreſents it, bear to his own notion of our 


las juſtiy excluding all Nonconformiſts to one 


particular church, or ſyſtem ? And how can he 
give ſuch inſtances, as bearing any likeneſs to 
our ſtate ? Above all, what has Denmark, or 


Sweden, gained by their ſtrictneſs and ſeverity 
upon ſuch accounts; unleſs the great advantage 
of a "naked country, and a depopulated ſtate? 
25 a | But, 


K 


But, with reſpect to all the governments that 
the Dean has named; can he produce any one 
of them, which makes the participation of the 
holy ſacrament; the inftrumene-oft their worldly 
partiality? And does! not this ſhew, that he 
can find no total ſimilitude to what he now 
defends by the example of thoſe, whom he 
will not follow in other things; after having 
tried in vain to defend it by reaſon and argu- 
ment ? I Vonder he did not mention France, 
Italy, Spain, and Portugal, as well as thoſe 
countries he has named; for the cauſe and the 
argument 'receives juſt as much ſupport from 
the proceedings of the Papiſts againſt their 
Proteſtant” Diflenters, as from the proceedings 
of the Proteſtants againſt one another: and 
with this advantage, of not contradicting the 
main principles of their cauſe, ot the foundation 
of their harches z:: 0 
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It is not neceſſary to mention again the caſe 
of North Britain, in this; ſame ingdom and 
iſland: as to which, I have, already taken ſuffi. 
cient notice of the happy influence of ſuch rea- 
ſonings and ſuch examples upon the members 
of the Church of England. itſelf, For as Scot- 
land is, in effect, equally called upon by the 
Dean, to take notice of theſe. glorious inſtances 
of excluſion and diſqualification, in all Proteſtant 
countries; and to follow ſuch noble examples: 
the goyernor and members of the Kirk there, 
are obliged in duty, if all this ſignify any thing, 
to guard with the utmoſt care all the confines of 
ee fromthe moltdillaprapproacheepFony 

dat 2 


men, 


6 
chen, who like the "Church of” Eilglant better 
r 


Before 1 proceedoto edalider: particularly the 
Dean's ſecond queſtions; 1 ſhall add two other 
Mort arguments to thoſe that] have alteady given, 
againſt the e prima. of Dr. Sherlock's rea- 


. a | 7 wollt n ity 


That way ok, reaſoning which, either j juſtifies 
4 the Heathen civil governments, in haying denied 
to Chriſtians that capacity of holding civil offices, 
which they allowed to thoſe of the eſtabliſned 
religion, or ſe verely blames thoſe Heathen go- 
vern ments which were juilty, of ſo: much folly 
as to allow to any Chriſtian ſuch a capacity, ought 
got to be admitted by Chriſtians 3 might have 
aid, ought to be abhorred by. them. But the 
Dean's reaſoning is guilty © both, theſe; 
and, therefore, ein to be 9 by Chriſ- 


tians. gn ni nent : if en ion ir 


That wa, 'of rekſoig which"vf neceſſary 
conſequence Ws $'to open and eruel perſecu- 
tion of Diſſenters in all countries, which juſtifies 
che incfoilition itſelf againſt al Proteſtants, 
Which juſtifies tlie greate * e of the late 
King of France Aa the Proteſtarits there; 
| a not only permits all this, büt directs and 
ides Chriſtians to mutual oppreſfions, and 
mutual injurles, without 'number and without 
end; and which will ever continue to do ſo: 
Such a Way of reaſoning, I ſay, cannot be juſt. 
But the'Dean's way of reaſoning is of this ſort : 
ind , therefore,” cannot be juſt in the account of 
any 


( 6r 


V 
out the natural and Unavoidable' conſequene 
dr ETD 61 VI. r ans ac eng 
1 ns dee 
OOTY been e benen 21 EQ PRO 
The greateſt part of Dr." Sherlocks* bock is 
taken up in the diſcuſſion of his f ue ; 
namely, Whether it be Yawful 'o confine of- 
© fices of power and truſt in the government to 
ſuch as are obedient and well affected to the 
+ ecclaſtasttezl face 200” Conte ioc of the 
© realm ? Having determined this queſtion, as 
he conceives, jn the. affirmarive, he proceeds to 
the diſcuſſion of his erond qdieſtion, namely 
© Suppofiag it to be tight to put offices. © 
© Power and truſt into the hands" of ſüch orfly, 
© Is ate well affected ro che ecclk flieg. 
© bliſhmenr, whether it be latefül to requife'of 
© any man, who' is willing to accept ſuch àn 
office, that he ſhould communicate Wich the 
church eftabliftied; and *particblarly* that he 
e ſhould receive the facratnenc according to the 
* rites and uſage of it, in order to prove” His 
6 n ; ies) Oo C7. SUN: IC 
; Eu mY with ir. bibi (I zin 
In order to refglve this queſliop in the affiria- 
tive, Dr. Sherlock fays, that che Teſt *A 
obliges no man to receive the ſacrament“ 
* may (and I doubt it tbo offer does) prove 4 
* temptation to a man to do what otherwiſe he 
would not chuſe to do; but for ſuch inſinte- 
© fity the receiver, and hot the law-inaker; Is td. 
© anſwer .. Ol 5>1* 1220008 10-49 E Wor! 
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68 


A to; the, Dean's aGertion, that „ the Teſt 
«AQ ob iges n man to receive the ſacrament,” 
I admit this to be very trye; but the Teſl Act 
obliges a man either to receive the acrament in 
one re manner, at one particular time, 
of to forfeit all is right to any office, and all 

his hopes of war ly preferment. This is not a 
natural PSI 1 1 3, but it is, certainly a 
mora necef ity z ſuch A, neceſſity. 45 generally 
praves rende ee the worlt of men, Who have 
leaſt . ſigh t either to offices themſelyes, or to Nis 

u 


particular TO es into them. 
The Dean 125 0 ober Phe © C 1 haye 
6 (heard much and juſt compl 8 vity 


of men, haye. come to 85 le 1095 cra- 
e ment, 5 pra nay f ſame CS, with 
een tem of: it, We to fa the let- 
{theſe h hut the an, 25 

5 ee wit be gyilr 
© erily, by a Law He might then h 15 2 
that the Teſt. Act proves « temptation, to many 
en, not only to do what otherwiſe, they would 
not chuſe to do (as he expreſſes it), but, to do 
what is very wicked; to abuſe this holy inſtitu- 
os . RRP chr it, ene any true ſenſe of 
at they ding, and the like, But this i it 
125 is notl 17 0 ole 460 lay this temptation, 
wee e eng VNA rom * 


e 9055 ah, ſays . he, "the, receiver, 
che Jay-make we to anſwer. Now this 
is 1 52 a turn of t * rom its true 


4 p. 9. . 
'A late, 
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ſtate, or very inconſiſtent with the Chriſtian ſo- 
tation of ſuch cafes. If by inſincerity here he 
means merely that general inſincerity which a 
man muſt be ſuppoſed to have, ho can act fuck 
a part without any remorſe or thought of his 
duty; it is true, that for this particular fault in 
another, that other only is anſwerable. Bot the 
fault of laying this temptation is not the re- 
ceiver's fault. It is a point wholly diſtinct from 
what he himſelf is guilty of. The Dean here, 
according to his cuſtomary ' favour, is good 
enough to drop ſomething to ſet againſt his o) 
aſſertions. He owns this to be a temptation. If 
ſo, this temptation is laid, not by che receiver, 
but by perſons diſtinct from him. Suppoſing, 
therefore, that the receiver: be anſwerable for 
his own inſincerity, there remains another point, 
and that is, the laying a temptation of ſo fatal, 
known, and natural an effect, as this. And for 
this other point, which is here wholly overlook- 
ed, no one can be anſwerable but they who firſt 
laid it, and they who wilfully continue it. The 
Dean, who never forgets to mix his good ſenſe 
with his bad cauſe, was fo ſenſible of this, that 
in the very next words he directs us again to- 
wards the trutb. We ought not, indeed,” 
ſays he, to lay ſtumbling: blocks in the way of 
our brethren.“ He might have added, nor 
incitements and allurements for infidels and de- 
bauchees to come and partake of the commu- 
nion amongſt Chriſtians. But this he forgets.” If 
ve ought not to lay ſtumbling: blocks in the 
* way of our brethrenz' and this is-a ſtumbling- 
block (as he in effect owns, and as all the world 
knows), then the la- makers have done What 
they "ought not to have done, in laying” this 

= I. " ſtumbling- 


* * 
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- — eq 95 — 


(60 
and for this-exrtainly;2 which 
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as much as others Arbe fer their own fault; who 


 wilfully fall into fn, or who are (in the Dean's 


words) induced by this to do what they would 


7 not otherwiſe chuſe to do.“ In the caſe of 
laying ſtumbling- blocks, and of falling by them, 
there is always a fault on both ſides, and t to 1 
anſwered for, by both parties concerned. 


a 3% yay) 


Dr. Sherlock himſelf = os that . is 


much and juſt complaint of the iniquity of men, 


wha- receive the ſacrament in a wicked and pro- 
fave: manner, merely to ſatisfy the letter of the 


Teſt Act. This act, therefore, is the natural 


and evident occaſion of ſuch profane neis, and 


is their act and. deed,” they are anſwerable juſt 


muſt be charged with it, whilſt it is known that 


there are atheiſts, infidels, and debauchees in 


the world: for the offices of this world are their 
all. The Teſt Act declares them. incapable of 
theſe offices without receiving the communion. 


What remains, therefore, but that they come 


and receive the bread and wine, in manner and 


form appointed. The action is as indifferent to 
them as any other; action; they have no ſcruples 
of conſcience about it; they cannot have a poſt 
without it; and, therefore, it is to them an caſy: 


41 . natural reſolution to have one with 1 it. 


And as the Dean himſelf ee ther | 
© we, ought not to lay ſtumbling- blocks in the 


< way. of our brethren,“ ſo. he ought allo to ad- 
mit, that it is highly unbecoming to lay a ne- 
ceſſity upon atheiſts and debauchees, either to 


eome to the moſt ſolema inſtitution of Chriſtian 


worſhip, againſt which they can have W 
Zaids 1 0 


4 


1 
of conſcience; of to renounce all hopes and all 
thoughts of worldly promotion; Which latter is 
to them a moral impoſſibility, . 

| | YO19 CY ERITRIBES ©: 
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It appears, indeed, to me, to be an undoubt- 
ed truth, that to make a ſacred inſtitution, ap- 
pointed ſolely for the remembrance of Chriſt's 
death in the aſſemblies of Chriſtians, the inſtru - 
ment of poſſeſſing civil offices for Atheiſts and 
Infidels, as well as one particular fort of Chriſ- 
tians, to the excluſion of others; that this, I 
ſay, is debaſing a ſacred inſtitution into a poli- 
tical tool and an engine of ſtate: for certainly, 
whatſoever is made an | inſtrument, without 
which-there ſhall be no poſſeſſion of civil offices, 

and of the poſts of this world, is a political 
tool and an engine of ſtare, | 
That the Teſt Act has kept out Papiſts from 
offices, and done ſervice that way to the nation, 
I have never denied: but that it has kept out 
others, who have not forfeited their common 
right to civil offices by any diſaffection to the 
civil government, is as true on the other hand. 
And, as I hope a method might be found out, full 
as effectual with reſpect to Papiſts, as this of the 
ſacramental teſt, which is effectual, and can be ef- 
fectual only becauſe the leaders of the Papiſts 
have not yet thought fit to give them a general 
diſpenſation to communicate with us when they 
pleaſe, ſo I cannot think that one good effect 
of a law, depending upon accidental circum- 
ſtances, can be a ſufficient reaſon for it, if it be 
found to be unjuſt, and difagreeable to the ends 
of civil government, and injurious to good ſub- 
K jects, 


(6) 
jeQs, as well as a debaſement of + lacred int 
tution of the Chricien religion, NR 


Dr. Sherlock endeavours to —_ that it is 
as juſtifiable. for the government, or the wa- 
giſtrate, to require the ſacramental teſt, as it 
50 tequire the ſecurity. of an oath. When 

the magiſtrate (ſays he) requires an oath, he 
0 lays hold on the natural ſenſe and obligation 
« we are under to believe in, and to fear God 
? and grounds the teſt on them. When he re- 

« quires. the ſacramental teſt, he Jays hold of 
the obligation we are under to communicate 

with that Church, which we eſteem to be a 
tue part of the Church of cba 41104 

grounds the teſt on ii“ 8 


This is manifeſtly ; a very f — a very 
miſtaken parallel, as to any Th it affords 
the magiſtrate, in the caſe before us. And I 
| iow beg leave to put it, as kalen 


8 When the magiſtrate requires. an oath for 
the purpoſes of civil intereſt,” or in order to 
poſſeſs a civil office, he requires a thing which 
was neyet appointed by God, or by Chriſt, to 
any other purpoſe; a thing which. is in its own 
nature peculiarly, fitted for the purpoſes of this 


world, upon this very account, becauſe it ſup- - 


poſes, in the generality of men, a fear of ſome 
Superior Being, the avenger of falſehood and 
injuſtice; a thing which. is the only proper in 
&rument. of what it is applied to, and in the 
application of which no e in any 44 
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gree, 


—S 
gree, is implied or deſigned; and a thing 
which, though it may be abuſed by the wick 
edneſs of men, yet is the neceſſary, and, 
perhaps, only means of the end propoſed: 
which renders the law requiring it, juſt and 
not chargeable with thoſe abuſes, s 


No, in the other caſe, hen the magiſtrate 
(that is, che law- maker) requires the ſacra- 
mental teſt, in order to the poſſeſſion of civil 
offices, he requires an action to be done for this 
worldly-putrpoſe, which our Lord himſelf has 
appropriated to another and a ſpiritual - put- 
poſe ; and by ſuch appointment has, in effect, 
conſecrated and dedicated to one [ile uſe of 
quite another nature, and to quite another end; 
an action which has nothing in its inſtitution, 
nothing in its nature, that bears any relation to 
the purpoſes of civil life, and therefore is not 
a proper mſtryment of What it is applied to: 
an action to be performed after ſuch-a' peculiat 
manner, as implies in it a diſtinction to be put 
by it between ſome civil ſabjects, and others 
equally good evi ſubjects, and makes that an 
inſtrument of partiality and animoſity, which 
was ordained by Chriſt as an inſtrumemt of the 
ſtricteſt union and affectian between all his 
followers: an action, made neceſfaty to the 
promotion of Infidelsy who Rave ne part in it) 
and yet muſt perform it, for that end: an 
action which they; who ordaih and eontinue it 
for this purpoſe, Know tmuſt lead to thoſe abuſes 
which the Dean ſays he ſecs and laments: 
an action, neither the only nor the proper ſedi! 
rity againſt any evils, and, conſequently, not 
neceflary for that purpoſe: which conſidera:- 
tion makes it impoſſible to juſtify a law, which 
K 2 unne- 


(: 8, ) 


- unneceſſarily enacts what ny and unavoid- 
_ ably lead is. ſuch __ 


And now, let _ 'ohe 1 pa- 
rallel between the ſacramental teſt, which is 
the uſe of the holy ſacrament for purpoſes very 
different from what it was ordained for; and 
BB Wm of Why; PIN is 9 f of what are 
t and proper for the pur $ they ate ap- 
pointed for. Andi if theſe conſidęrations are 
not enough to ſatisfy Chriſtians, 1 confeſs, I 
ſhall feſpar of their RE We W 8 of oy 
thing. 1. 4 a 5 
8 1 ; | 
Dr. Sbetlock plans "ay 58 in * 
 youring to remoye, the objection, that the law 
requires clergymen to admit ſuch perſons to the 
communion as ought not to be admitted, un- 
eſs theꝝ chooſe to be ruined, by law expences, 
for not doing it. ur objection he conſiders 
as ill- founded. But, I confeſs, Lalways ima» 
gined this to bea grievance, in the opinion of all 
the clergy in the land, of all parties, from the 
kigheſt to che loweſt. But the Dean contends, 
that this , objeQion, has no weight, 1. Becauſe 
there are ſeveral other laws, as that about tithes, 
fot inſtance, liable to the ſame objection, viz. 
That it fre n proves ruingus te a clergyman to 
ſue for hig tithes. c. For which anſwer, I con · 
: els, his brethren, are very much obliged to him, 
They have great Hardſbips upon other accounts, 
neten get this remain. Whereas the argu- 
ment ought to be the direct contrary, viz. Ihat 
We egy them, to have many ther bardſhips, 
chere is he greater reaſon to releaſe them: from 
a "Bus it 12 a here is ſpent vptip the 
Aide els Nil oz Hoge 21 Saupe 
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ſuppoſition, that this was uſed as an argument 
againſt the juſtice of the law, viz. Ther che bY 
clergy might! be put to trouble and expence by 
it: whereas, though this is indeed an argu- 
ment againſt an unneceſſary thing, yet the 
ſtreſs was not laid upon this, but upon the ha- 
zard run by not giving the communion to per- 
ſons utterly unqualified for it. And, 2. Sup- 
poſing that the law ſhould be found to juſtify'a 
clergyman in not doing this, will this juſtifica- 
tion be an entire ſatisfaction? and is a' great” 
trouble and expence upon ſuch an account, of 
no importance in ſuch an affair, or towards di- 
miniſhing the great juſtice and goodneſs of 
ſuch a law? But, 3. The utmoſt comfort that 
the Dean propoſes is, that a clercgyman may be 
juſtified in a court of judicature by the rubric, 
in rejecting à notorious offender againſt the 
laws of God, though that offender loſes an of- 
fice by it. This is his law): and his divinity 
for their comfort is this, viz. That until a HD 
becomes an offence to the congregation, it 
« does not neceſlarily call for open cenſure.” 
This may be meant for law too, for aught I 
know; and tif it be, it may be true that, by 
the law of the land, unleſs a man be ſo noto- 
rious a-finner as that his practice is an offence 
to the congregation; ſuch un open cenſure, as 
refuſing to adminiſter the c non to him, 
£aonor! be juſtiſed: ſo then à clergyman is 
ſtill left to be undone: upon the occaſion o 
ſuch a refuſal, unleſs he can prove, in à legal 
way, by legal evidence, that this perſon“ is 
guilty of ſuch or ſuch a notorious practice; 
and that this practice is an offence to the con- 
gregation: in which will be{included this point 
01:4 4 likewiſe, 
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likewiſe, what the congregation is; Whether 
rg; of; threes; or a. quarter, or Half, or a ma 
Joixy, er che whole of it. What a great com- 
fort muſt it be to a poor curate, to be ens: 
gaged in, ſuch a; procels, in the forms of our 
lays upon ſuch an occaſion ! and how ought 
wg i che congratulated: upon ſuch happineſs as 
th „diſcovered and. de nded by the Dean! 
But if ke meant this for good divinity, I fear 
he ill nd. it hard to prove it to be conſiſtent 
wich the duty of a good clergyman. For, ſup- 
poſing him co.know. certainly that a perſon is an 
clever, or habitually engaged in a courſe 


_ of; fig-utterly forbidden and condemned in the 


goſpel ; will this juſtify him in owning this 
perſon as a Chtiſtian fit for the communion, 
 ragrely; becauſe the congtegation happens to 
no.] nothing of his? Let the Dean try to 

reconcile. this with truth and Chriſtianity; re- 
membering; that every: clergyman; has a private 
conſcience to be! ſatisfied with his own private 


i conduct. Jil oi ont se 
„s nee en les vincbo26::300 edo 
One objection that has been made to the Teſt 
Act, is ſtated by Nr. Sherlock in the following 
terms: that it is a woorlahy motive to induce 
v Ebriſtjans to the ſame one certain profe ſſion in 
Tereligious matters, and to the ſame one certain 
Adem of words and ceremonies in public wor- 
+; hip To this the Dean adds a very moving 
_ exclamation :»£ Iwould-to God (ſays he) it had 
f. prpduced thas, effect 47 That is, 1 would to 5 
Cod (ſays a Chriſtian divine) that! Chriſtians 
had been indueed, by a worldly motive, to an 
vaiverſal uniformity in ſounds, and geſtures, and 
geremonies For my on patt, I am not aſhamed 


iel | h 0 


IY 


„ | 

to ſay, God forbid ] nor afraid to-give the world; 
ſuch, reaſons as theſe for ſaying ſo; viz. That 
the ſame. worldly: motive would as certainly in 
other oh ce a and other circumſtances, 
make thoſe Who are induced by it, as ready to 
an uniformity in the direct contrary ſounds, gel: 
tures, and ceremonies: That the ſame wotldiy: 
motive would - induce; them to be Papiſts a 
Spain, Pteſbyterians im Scotland, and Mabhome - 
tans in Turkey: That the ſame worldly motive, 
conſidered: as the inducement (hich is the ſup- 


poſition, aud the ſole ſuppoſition here), acts uni- 


formly in one and the ſame way, in this feſpeſt. 


that it knows no other gods but the gods of the 


country ;; na other church, but the church eſta» 
bliſhed, let it be whatcit will; no other religion, 
but the religion of the prince, ot ſupreme power: 
though it works very differently in regard ta the 
object, to which it, is applied, which is as various, 
and as contradictory, as all the ſeveral religions 
and profeſſions in the world, can be. Let the 
Dean therefore; have the glory of wiſhing all 
the Chriſtians of the ſouthern part of this ifland, 
to be induced to uniformity, in one way, by the 
conſideration of poſts and offices: And let WhO 
will - wiſh, the ſame in another way, for the 
northern Part of it. I will uſe no ſuck argu- 
ments, as bring a diſgrace upon the cauſe they 
profeſs to ſerve; and really diſſerve it in other 
places, ag much as rthey can be ſuppoſed / to 
ſerve.it; imcthisoꝗ Much le will L ever 
ſuck, arguments, as ſupptiſe 
ſiſtent with c ſuabo worlidlꝝo inducemeniſ n 
to be the product of. ſo pooĩ᷑ and ignable a cauiei 
Ives now exitiined Dt. Stlerlock's 1775 

ments; firſt, for the excluſibn of god civil b! 


feligyen to be c 
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| jbfto fro thin merely opon/account of their 
difaffeRion to a church eſtabliſnment; or rather 
of their leſſer degree of affection for one 3 
thannfor anothef: and then, for employing to 
this ſecular Purpoſe the communion; Glaced: 
inſtitution of our Lord himſelf,” appoitted for 
. another! purpoſe; wholly - relating; to another 
World. Aud T have ſhewn, that his arguments are 
inconſiſtent with the rights of all Chriſtians, and 
© contrary to the principles of the whole Reforma- 
tion: that his plauſible arguments for excluſive 
laws, upon religious conſiderations, drawn from 
ſielf. defence, or former behaviour of predeceſſors, 
hurt the Church of England itſelf in other places. 
times, and eircumſtances, as much as they can 
5 pretend to help it here, now: that they juſtify 
the Heathens excluſion of Chriſtians; the Papiſts 
excluſion of Proteſtants; and the worſt of Pro- 
teſtants excluſion of the beſt, from all offices, 
Whenever power may be in their hands. Ihave 
alſo ſhe wn, that it is a proſtitution of the holy 
ſacrament, to apply it to a purpoſe of a different 
nature from what the great inſtitutor ſolemnly 
approptiated it to 3 and to make that the tool 
of this world, which he ordered to have reſpect 
only to another, And I have proved, that the 
Teſt and * OREN 58 are de och _ 
aeg inch ect > £191 
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= What I have kene, (probably be miſ- 

| repreſenred j 10 yoni utations may” be 

_ "thrown! out ———— of 
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in ward ſatis fact om Ioenjoy, in the ſincere en- 

. I hays uſeg, in this piece, and in my 
Wr -#ritings,, 10 Prapoſe and cb 
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uch 


(am). | 
ſuch principles, as may at length, with the aſſiſt 
ance of more able hands, effectually ſerve to 
eſtabliſh the intereſts of obr corimon country, 
and our common Chriſtianity, of human ſociety 
and tte religion, of the preſent generation and 
the liteſtopotterity, upon one uniform, ſteady; 
and conſiſtent foundation. 
Fh To aon l to ui 
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but is likewiſe eines to be his, by Dr. Diſney. 


ng offs di ns 36 yarn 28 aofqianing 1791? 
of Sv it ROSS ebngtt ogg rom 1H 50D 
fo? nor Bo 1 en S624 7 dnt; 
533120 nimaud to Bis Na gong he 
bar O the preceding Treatiſe of Biſnop: Hod · 
Ives, it may nat be improper herr to ſubjoin 
the teſtimonies of two ather eminent and learned 
Divines of the Church of England, in ſupport 
of the propriety of a Repeal of the Teſt and 


Corporation Acts. Dr. Anrnun A$hrty 
Sykxs, a clergyman of diſtinguiſhed abilities 
and worth, publiſhed, in 1736, a piece, entitled, 


The Reaſonableneſs of applying for the Re- 
A peal or Explanation of the Corporation and 
Teſt Acts impartially  confidered “.“ In this 
tract Dr. Sykes ſæys, The Proteſtant Diſſenters 
are known to be as hearty, and as ſincere 
< ſubje&s to the King as any other ſubjects in 
© his Majeſty's dominions ?; and he therefore 
contends, that no other teſt ought to be re- 


quired of them, on their being admitted to 


places of truſt and power, but the oaths of al- 
legiance and ſupremacy, and the declaration 


. againlt Popery, © 


The ſame year Dr. Sykes alſo publiſhed a 
pamphlet, entitled, The Corporation and Teſt 
Acts ſhewn to be of no Importance to the 
© Church of England *,” In this piece Dr. 


f This pamphlet was publiſhed without Dr. SYx2s% 
name; but it is aſcertained*to be his by the Rev. Pr. 
Disx kr, in his accurate ad valuable life of him, pub- 
bliſhed in 1785. | | woes ns 

The Reaſonableneſs of applying for the Repeal, &c. 
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7. Thie alſo was publiſhed without Dr. Sykes's name, 


Sykes 


68 
Sykes ſays The government vf the Church by 
e biſhops is che ſame, and ſo it was long befofe 
the Teſt Act Was made. The repeal of it 
does not deſtroy cheir ſears in Parliament, nor 
take away their Datonies, hr deptive them of 
__ -© their juriſdittion; nor any ways affect them in 
their powers, ot properties or perſons,» They 
are left exactly in the ſame ſtate as they wefe 
both before this act was paſſedꝭ and which they 
have been in ever ſinte this act has exiſted. 
The inferior clergy are exactly the ſame no 
ways touched in their perſons, privileges, or 
properties. The church laity are che ſaint, 
_ *:extepting that they will not be obliged tb 
turn the ſacrametit of the Lord's Supper into 
4 itto any: political tool, or make it an jaſtru- 
* ment applicable to uſes, for Vhich Dr 
and Saviour never intended it. Diſſenters, in- 
-+ deed,” will be helped 3 ah intupacity to them 
will be removed: but is this a change of ch. 
ſtitution in either church or ſtate, more than 
the repeal of any preſent act of parliametir 
makes, which gives an eaſe or help to any. par- 
ticular perſons Whatever? The conſtitution af 
the church is the ſame now that it was before 
the Teft Act paſt; and ſe it would berftill 
vete the Teſt repealed; unleſs it be ſaid tobe 
altered by every act of parliament that paſſes 
+ in relation to the church. And if this may 
be admitted, then the conſtitution of the 
church has been altered threeſcore times 
within theſe threeſcore [years and ſtill the 
© church ſubſiſts, and flouriſhes, and has re- 
ceived no damage by ſuch changes At the 
ire Corporation and Teſt Ads thin to be of no 
importance to the Church of England, p. 34, 35. 
INS L 2 | cloſe 


' (doſe of this piece, he ſays, H,, h] I leave 
o$cthe reader to: judge, whether the ſacrameantal 
25 teſt be of any importance either to church or 
 *6:\tate 3 whether it be not areal prejudice to 
Chriſtianity itſelf ; and whether; that which is 
d prejudie l can he of import - 
dance top the; Church of England Or if one 
a conſiders the ſtate diſtinct from the church, it 
das an injury to take away men's rights, which 
they have never forfeited; it is weakening 
the ſtate itſelf, ite is a hardſhip put upon the 
government, and no one ſingle good can poſ- 
* ,*:ibly..be obtained to the ſtate by it. The con- 
«£; tinuance, therefore, of ſuch a teſt has much 
evil, and no: good! It is a real damage to 
„ Chriſtianity, and-a grief to all ita moſt ſerious 
/ 16: profeſſors 4c:h 1696-013; 01082110 n 
«Mara me ih: lh oldie ovaavotrst. bros: + 
The reverend-anddearned Mr. PAlxv, Arch- 
deacon of Carliſle, in his Principles of Mo- 
ds ral and Political? Philoſophy,” makes the 
following obſervations: Toleration is of two 
Hekinds: the allowing to Diſſenters the un- 
$, moleſted: profeſſion and exerciſe of their re. 
£,Jigion, but; with an excluſion from offices of 
truſt and emoloment in the tate, Which is a 
Fu partial taleratien and the admitting them, 
£without: diſtiection; to all the civil privileges 
and capacities of other citizens, Which is a 
4. complete toleratiaon. The expediency af tole- 
ration, and conſequently the right of every 
{citizen ito; demand it, as far as relates to li- 
4.,berty of conſeience, and the claim of being 
protected ia the free and ſafe. profeſſion of his 
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5 The Corporation, and Te, Achs ſhewn to de of no 
5 mportance jo the Church of Eogland, p.71, 7. 
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Ag 1s deducible from: the ſecond'of.thofe 
bis Ay zw hich wes ade delivered! as/zhe 
£$.:gronndsof: our zonoluſions upon the ſubject, 
© That propoſition aſſerts trathp/rand truck in 
the abſtract, to be the ſupreme perfection of 
F1every.: e The advancement, conſe- 
, quently, and diſcovety of gruth ĩs that end 
co: α,jh allo regulations concerning religion 
aoughe principallj to be adapted. Now, every 
ſpetiesiof intolerance which enjoins ſuppref- 
t ibn. land ſilence, and. vet ſpecies of perſe- 
Heutioncwhich enforeesſſuch injunctions, is ad. 
ic verſe to the progreſs of i truth q foraſmuck as 
it cauſes Aan by one {et of men. 
at onectimen hich is much better, and with 
* much more probability of ſocceſs, left aothe 
*, independent and 5 enquiries afwſe | 
8 parate indiuiduals. Truth reſults from (dif 
arenen from controverſy: is inveſtigated 
by he labours and reſearches; of private per. 

+ ſons . Whatever therefore prohibits'1 theſe, 
5 obſtruttsthar induſtry and that liberty which 
ik alas mon intereſts e ee NP 
promote. 1291007 10 e\10 ONT e. gui { Is" 6 


bei — of! the [{ubjeR to tha reli- 

* gf n of the ſtate, is a needlefs violation of 
tural liberty, and in an inſtance in which 

* conſtraint is always grievous. Perſecution 
produces no fincere conviction, nor any real 
change of opinion. On the contrary, it vi- 
tiates the public moidls,:by{driving men to 
* prevarication, and commonly ends in a gene- 


1 Principles of Moral and Political Ferd. p- 578, | 
579. Second edit, 
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Ls doctrine which men cannot believe, and dare 


. not examine * 2. LS qt $1190h0 oy tho — 1 
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When we examine-the ſects of Chri 
e which actually prevail in the world, we muſt | 
© confeſs, that with the ſingle enception of re- 
fuſi — bear arms, we find no tenet in any 
0 which incapacirates men for the 
4 ies of the ſtate. It has, indeed, been 
£ aſſerted, that diſcordancy 'of religions, even 
80 ſuppoling each religion to be free from any 
errors that affect the ſafety or the conduct of 
« government, is enough to render men unflt 
to act together in public ſtations. But upotti 
hat argument, or upon what experience, 18 
this aſſertion founded ? I perceive 005 req- 
*-ſon why men of diſſerent religious perſuuſions 
41. may not fit upon the ſame — deliberate 
in the ſame council, or fight in the ſame 
— as well as men of various or 'v te 
inions upon any controverted pie of natu- 
11 philoſophy, hiſtory, or ethics” Mots 99 
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